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ment Service to provide the technical 
assistance and the exchange of operating 
experience to maintain a Nation-wide 
network of public employment offices. 

Actually, the proposed reduction in the 
appropriation for the United States Em
plol'ment Service does not represent 
economy. It will result in a considerable 
increase in the expenditures by the State 
Employment Services, since 48 States will 
be compelled to attempt to develop for 
themselves the necessary data which are 

. centrally prepared on a more economical 
basis by one national office. Not only 
would there be increased costs, but the 
data and materials developed by the 48 
States working independently would re
flect lack of coordination and effective
ness. 

For example, no individual State em
ployment service can undertake to pre
_.Jare the equivalent of the Dictionary of 
Occupational Titles now being main
tained by the United States Employment 
Service, ye~ this product of Federal-State 
coo! •eration includes job descriptions for 
approxima~ely 30,000 different occupa
tions. It is constantly in use in each 
of the 1,800 employment cffices. No local 
office could operate efficiently without the 
occupational dictionary. 

Similarly, a State employment service 
can collect information on employment 
opportunities and job trends only for 
that State. Without the coordination 
and exchange of labor-market informa
tion compiled by the United States Em
ployment Service, job seekers and em
ployers would be unnecessarily restricted 
to individual Sktes. I wish to point out, 
Mr. President, that labor-market infor
mation on a Nation-wide basis is an abso
lute reqUis:te to assuring the maximum 
of employment opportunities to veterans 
in accordance with the Servicemen's Re
Adjustment Act of 1944. 

The Wagner-Peyser Act provides that 
there shall be a basic uniformity in oper
ating procedures among the local em
ployment pffices. · In its manual of local 
office operations· the United States Em
ployment Service has incorporated the 
best operating experience and methods 
developed in all the States. The State 
employment services are not required to 
adopt this manual, yet I an .. advised that 
44 States are using this -manual without 
any change and are applying the proce
dures in their local offices. The four re
maining States make only slight modifi
cations of the manual. Without the 
Manual of Employment Office Operations 
maintained by the United State<; Employ
ment Service, each State would inde
pendently have to attempt to undertake 
the preparation and maintenance of an 
operating manual. Not only would such 
varied and independent action result in 
increased costs, but it would eliminate 
the opportunity for an effective exchange 
of z~pf>rience among the States. It 
would, at the same time, result in such 
widespread diversity of operating prac
tices and services that we would have 
1,800 varietfes of Iocal .employment offices 
instead of a Nation-wide network of local 
employment offices as we now have. 

To achieve the objectives of the pub
lic employment service on a Federal
State basis, the United States Employ-

ment Service in its day-to-day working· 
relationships with the State employment 
services has made itself available to the 
States through field offices. 

The United States Employment Serv
ice has maintained 12 field offices. Field 
staffs are not only familiar with the na
tional experience but also with the oper
ating needs of the State employment 
services located in their sections of the 
country. The United States Employ
ment Service is to be commended for 
the excellence of its field offices. It has 
not relied upon the traditional Govern
ment red-tape method of official com
munications. Instead the USES has 
dealt on a face-to-face basis with the 
State administrators responsible for the 
supervision and operation of the public 
employment offices. I am convinced 
that much of the progress of the United 
States Employment Service has resulted 
from the fact that it has worked with 
small groups of States through field 
offices and has located some of its staff 
ir. the field to work side by side with 
State personnel in solving :t--roblems that 
are of such vital importance to our 
working population. 

Yet, in the face of this experience the 
House committee report, No. 178, which 
accompanies House bill 2700, recom
mends the elimination of all except, per
haps, one field office of the United States 
Employment Service. Colorado is fortu
nate in havin[; one of these field offices in 
Denver. · I know the great work it does 
and I am convinced that if the State 
ecployment service had to rely exclu
sively ,upon instructions and assistance 
coming out of Washington, its work 
would have been greatly impaired. The 
Federal-State relationships of the sort 
that have been built up by the United 
States Employment Service through its 
field offices would collapse if the field 
offices were forced to close. 

Mr. President, I h0pe this body will not 
go along with the House in the proposed 
77-percent cut in f\lnds for the United 
States Employment Service for 1948. 
Full employment is extremely important 
to everyone. We need maximum produc
tit.n to reduce the dangers of inflation. 
We cannot afford the luxury of unem
ployment. 

RECESS TO MONDAY 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I know of 
no Senator who wishes to address the 
Senate at this time on either the pend
ing amendment or the bill itself. There
fore, I move that the Senate stand in 
recess until Monday next at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
4 o'clock and 46 minutes p. m.> the Sen
ate took a recess until Monday, April 28, 
1947, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate April 25 (legislative day of 
April 21), 1947: 

UNITED NATIONS 

William L. Clayton, to be the representa
tive of the United States of America 1n the 
Economic Commission for Europe established 
by the Economic and Social Councll· of the 
United Nations March 28, 1947. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, APRIL 25, 1947 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. HALLECK. 
DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following communi
cation from the Speaker: 

SPEAKER'S ROOMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., April 25, 1947. 
I hereby designate the Honorable CHARLES 

A. HALLECK to act as Speaker pro tempore 
today. 

JOSEPH w. MARTIN, 
Speaker. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the follow .. 
ing prayer: 

Be Thou exalted, 0 God, in our hearts 
and minds. We rejoice in the care of 
our Heavenly Father and pray Thee to 
adorn the inner temples of our natures 
with cleanliness and light, and make 'JS 
acutely· sensitive to all that is dark and 
dull. · In the conflict within our souls, 
grant us the help we need. Preserve us 
from all idle luxury and teach us to 
realize that knowledge and power are 
never so sublime as when they stoop to 
weakness and ignorance. Let Thy light 
be our light, Thy service our joy, Thy 
peace our inheritance. 0 lift us above 
lesser things, where love weaves a living 
bond of fellowship, enriching our out
look upon all human life. 

Our Father, touch our lips today that 
they may utter no irreverent word; 
touch our hearts that they may feel .. 10 
wrong desires, and Thine shall be the 
praise forever. In Jesus' name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passE:d, with amend
ments in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House of 
the following title: 

H. R. 2849. An act making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in certain appropria
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1947, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also anaounced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appointS\ 
Mr. BRIDGES, Mr. BROOKS, Mr. GURNEY• 
Mr. BALL, Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. HAYDEN., 
and Mr. TYDINGs to be the conferees oil 
the part of the Senate. . 

The message also announced .that the 
Senate agrees to the amendment of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the fol
lowing title: 

s. 547. An act to provide !or annual an" 
sick leave for rural letter carriers. 

MISS WILLA CATHER 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I asli 
unanimous consent to address the House 
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Nebraska? 

TherP. was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I wish 

to call the attention of the House of 
Representatives to the passing of one 
of America's outstanding women, Miss 
Willa Cather, who spent the greatest 
part of her 70 years of f1 uitfullife in the 
State of Nebraska and' resided in Web
ster Cm,n:y, in the First Congressional 
District. 

Miss Cather was one of the Nation's 
best writers and gave much to the liter
ary world with her talents. She .wrote 
her first novel, entitled ''Alexander's 
Bridge," in 1912. In 1922 she received 
the Pulitzer Prize for what was named 
the out-standing novel of the year, One· 
of Ours. Her most recent book, written 
in 1940, was Sapphira and the Slave 
Girl, which attracted national attention. 
Ancther honor awarded to -Willa Cather 
in 1933 was the Prix Femina Americaine 
for distinguished literary accomplish-
ment. · 

Her death occurred in New York City 
on Thursday, April 24, and her pass
ing will be mourned by all in our 
State of Nebraska. She was born at 
Winchester, Va. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

·Mr. LODGE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the Ap
pendix of the REcORD and include two 
articles. 

Mr. MATHEWS. asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix of the RECORD and to include 
an article concerning the new Harvey S. 
Firestone Memorial Library at Princeton 
University. 

Mr. SMATHERS asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix of the RECORD in two instances, 
in one to include an article from the 
Miami Daily News and one from the Ar111y 
Times. 

Mr. ALBERT asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in th_e Ap
pendix of the RECORD and include a state
ment made by him before the Subcom
mittee on Appropriations for the Inte
rior Department. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. MATHEWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request _of the gentleman from New 
Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. MATHEWS addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix. 1 
EXPEDITING THE HOUSING PROGRAM 
Mr. ALLEN of Illinois, from the Com

mittee on Rules, reported the following 
privileged resolution <H. Res. 199, Rept. 
No. 305 > , which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the 
adoption of this resolution it shall be in 
order to move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the WhfJle House ·on 
the State of the Union for the consideration 

of the bill (H. R. 2780) to amend section 502 
(a) of the act entitled "An act to expedite 
the provision of housing in connection with 
national defense, and for other purposes." 
That after general debate, which shall be 
confined to the bill and continue not to 
e··ceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee or.. Bank
ing and Currency, the bill shall be read for 
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At 
the conclusion of the reading of the bUl for 
amendment, the Committee shall rise and 
report the same to the House with such 
amendments as ·may have been adopted, and 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passag_e without in-tervening motion 
except one motion to recommit. 

EXTENSION· OF ·REMARKS 

Mr. RANKIN asked and was given per
mission to revise and extend the remarks 
which he expects to make in the Com
mittee of the Whole today and ·include 
certain tables and statistics on the power 
question. 

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given per
mission to extend his · remarks in the 
RECORD and ·include a newspaper article. 

Mr. ANGELL asked and was given per:. 
·mission to revise and extend the remarks 
he will make in · the Committee of the 
Whole today and include certain ex
cerpts, tables, and .correspondence. 

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill <H. R. 3123) 
making appropriations for the Depart
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1948, and for other pur
poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 3123, with 
Mr. MICHENER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to read an edi

torial which appeared in the Washing
ton Post this morning: 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CUT 

In our opinion the savage attacks, official 
and unofficial, that have been made on the 
Appropriations Committee for recommending 
drastic cuts in Interior Department appro
priations are unwarranted. Some of the 
recommended reductions are probably un
wise and should be restored in whole or in 
part. The major pruning has been effected, 
however, by reductng capital expenditures 
tor irrigation, reclamation, and hydroelectric 
power projects. Of course, critics have been 
quick to charge the committee with working 
for the private power Interests. As a de
fense against this unsubstantiated charge, 
the committee says it is simply following the 
example set by President Truman last Au
gust wheri he requested the Secretary of the 
Interior to postpone work on all public works 
projects which could be deferred and specifi
cally to limit expenditures for construction 
projects to $85,000,000 in each of the fiscal 
years 1947 and 1948. 

The President's reasons for restricting the 
scope of public works outlays not only by the 
Interior Department but also by other Gov
ernment agencies were threefold: (1) To bal-

ance the budget; (2). to reduce the national 
debt, and (3) _to conserve materials and not 
interfere with private construction. The 
need for budgetary economy is just as urgent 
today as it was last summer, while the argu
ment against. adding to 1nfiationary pres
sures that ha:i:nper private construction activ
ities is even more compelling than it was 
when the President clamped down on public 
works expenditures. 

We agree with the committee's view that 
"perhaps in no other appropriation bill are 
there greater opportunities- for sound econ
omy in Government spending than in his 
(the Interior Department) bill." For by 
recommending deferral of certain develop
mental construction projects to a more pro
pitious time many millions of dollars can be 
saved. Bu·t one would infer from the hostile 
reaction of Secret~ry Krug that the commit
tee is plotting to bring about the economic 
downfall ·of the country, to the unbounded 
delight of certain unnamed enemies. Ob
viously the Nation benefits from the conser
vation and development of its natural re
sources. Indeed. countless billions could be 
spent to advantage, and eventually no doubt 
wili be spent, for 11uch purposes. But the 
needed capital outlays have to be adjusted to 
thf) taxable capacity of the people, with due 
regard' for competing private demands for
manpower and materials expended on such 
projects . Utopian plans for making the wil
derness blossom by a forcing process are a 
dream of the tut'!lre. 

The Appropriations Committee asserts that, 
as a rel!Ult of the President's freeze order, the 
Bureau of Reclamation has large unexpended 
balances that will enable it to spend more 
than $141,000,000 for construction purposes 
in the coming fiscal year. Secret~ry Krug's 
reply is that these unexpended funds are "not 
unobligated" Nevertheless Mr. Krug does 
not deny that the Reclamation Bureau will 
be able to spend the sum mentioned, which 
is well over twice its actual 1946 outlay of 
sixty-four millions. These are facts that re
inforce t.he committee's assurance that rec
ommended reductions do not mean that it is 
"unsympathetic or is unaware of the eco
nomic values of irrigation, reclamation, and 
sound use of hydroelectric power generated 
at these projects in the West to pay the por
tion of irrigation investment which irrigators 
are unable to pay." 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BENDER. No one has ever accused 
the Washington Post ·of being an anti
administration newspaper. As a matter 
of fact, it is t-h~ best friend of the present 
administration, is that not true? 

Mr. JENSEN. I am sure that is true. 
The CHAffiMAN. The time of i,he 

gentleman from Iowa has expired. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last two words. 
Mr. Chairman, -the Secretary of the 

Interior has declared that the proposed 
appropriation for that Department, in 
effect, wotild "economize the Nation into 
bankruptcy of its natural resuorces." 

His words are not too strong. Those 
budget cuts, if left unchanged, will di
rectly and indirectly affect the life of 
every citizen. They will literally choke 
off · further agricultural and industrial 
development of 17 Western States for an 
indefinite time. They will affect many 
commercial and industrial activities 
th-roughout the country. Just one 
phase-tJ;le elimination of ground-water 
studies by the Geological Survey-can 
touch seriously nearly .. every municipal
ity, industrial plant, farm well, and irri-
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gation project, wherever located, by cut
ting out the source of necessary water
supply information. 

Moreover, the saving of a relatively 
few dollars at this moment in the con
servation of natural resources can greatly 
reduce the value of many of these re
sources in the future. The real tangible 
assets of the Nation-its public lands, 
its minerals, its fisheries, and its huge 
rivers-can be wasted either because they 
are not developed at all or developed in 
hit-or-miss fashion. 

In a time of great crisis-such as that 
through which we passed between 1941 
and 1945-we need every resource at our 
command: By failing to . guard our re
sources now, by _ not developing them 
properly. we conceivably could be sub- . 
jected in some future crisis to a disas~er 
which would be of incalculable . cost to 
the Nation not only in dollars but in 
lives. 

Also, it could wipe out our relative in
dustrial lead. We would be dropping 
back, in terms of development, in rela
tion to nations with aggressively expand
ing economies. We would be sacrificing 
deliberately the development of which 
we are capable. 

This is the long view. -In . the short 
view, by reducing this budget which 
vitally affects the lives of large segments 
of our population we will be inviting a 
depression. We will be reducing the op
portunity to earn an adequate livelihood 
for many people by failing ·to assist ·in 
the discovery and development of min
erals which are vital to our nationa1 
economy. We may even be making our
selves dependent upon foreign imports 
of vital materials which could have been 
developed here. We will not be making 
productive now-arid lands. · This will 
keep the food base of the Nation lower 
than it should be and will be foreclosing 
job opportunities to many farm workers. 
By not utilizing great streams now going 
to waste, we ·wm be fa111ng to power new 
industrial plants which would add to our 
economic strength and give employment 
to our citizens. We will also be with
holding from farmers and other resi
dents of large areas many of the com
forts and conveniences which are al
ready accepted elsewhere as part of the 
American standard of living. 

Also, we will be failing to take proper 
care of eroded lands, thereby increasing 
the loss of land and soil and increasing 
the siltation 'of great reservoirs ·upon 
Which we have already expended tre
mendous sums. We will be letting our 
national parks be subject to the depre
dations of vandals. In providing inade
quately for the maintenance of the Fed
eral range lands, we will be contributing 
to a decline sooner or later in our meat 
supply. Fishermen along our coasts and 
in Alaska will suffer because we will not 
be supplying them with the current 'in
formation they need to conduct their en
terprises. We will be imperiling the 
timber resources of Alaska by not spend
ing $170,000 for fire-control work. 

All these functions of the Department 
of the Interior did not get there by ac
cident. They were ·legislated into being 
by Congress because our citizens wanted 
them and thought that they were neces
sary. To reverse that position at this 
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late date, by indirection, by refusing 
funds to carry out the 'mandates of Con
gress itself, just does not make sense. 

Industry is not organized or set up, for 
instance, to _·suddenly take over much 
of the search for new minerals which has 
been carried on by the Department. Yet 
our national existence may depend upon 
a knowledge of those minerals. In
dustry cannot and will not on a broad 
scale undertake the study of secondary 
and inaccessible minerals deposits-de
posits which are, at .the moment, of mar
ginal value. But we must know, for our 
own national safety, what all our re
sources are, where they are, and how they 
can be quickly· developed when we need 
them. If the Government does not carry 
on these and similar functions, they will 
not be done: Every citizen will be the 
eventualloser. . 

Congress has authorized the great mul
tipurpose power and irrigation develop
ments conducted by the Department in 
the West. If ·this policy is going to be 
abandoned and the job tossed back to 
whoever will · do it, not only will impor
taiJt values be ·lost or seriously curtailed 
on many oJ the projects already under
way but it w111 take at least 5 years before 
private capital could attempt to fl11 the 
gap for electric power alone. · . 

Many of . the other benefits of these 
multipurpose projects might never be 
·achieved, for private capital is not will
ing to risk tying up very large sums for 
the necessary long periods at relatively 
small return. 

The Secretary of the Interior has been 
authorized to market the power which 
will be developed at dams being con
structed by the Corps of Engineers in 
various s1 ~tions of the country. Yet this 
bill would not give him 1 cent for a staff 
with which to plan and execute that job. 

Oil powers our fleet, drives our air
planes and moves our army. The De
partment of the Interior has more in
formation on oil than any other Govern
ment agency. But this bill denies to it 
the limited funds estimated to be needed 
to carry out a job of coordinating Federal 
oil activities which the President assigned 
to it. Most of the functions of that small 
office, which even now is engaged in · as
sisting the Navy, the Air Forces, and 
other Federal agencies to get oil, will be 
discontinued. 

There are other features of these pro
posed appropriation reductions which are 
equally obje'ctionable. For example, they 
ignore completely the fact that the Treas
ury derives some-$95,000,000 annually in 
direct receipts from operations of the 
Department of the Interior. If no cur
tailments are made, even increased reve
nues would be certain in future years. 
But, by eliminating or curtailing current 
operations of various types, this income 
wm·most certainly decrease. 

The bill can cost the Government large 
sums in other ways. I have already men
tioned possible timber fire losses in Alaska 
because fire-control protection is not fur
nished. Another plain example, and 
numerous ·others could be cited, is the 
fact that several thousand dollars is re
fused for a study of better methods of 
transporting helium. The Government 
has a world monopoly on helium and 
transportation of the gas costs about half 

a million dollars a year. If, by expend
ing a few thousands, any kind of saving 
could be achieved, it would not take long 
to pay for the expense of the study many 
times over. 

Time-the biggest element of all in this 
situation-will be lost if these cuts stand. 
In the atomic age, time may be the de
termining factor in the Nation's very ex
istence. It takes years to carry on these 
huge construction jobs, years to find and 
develop new mineral supplies, years to 
restore the productivity of eroded soil or 
to make arid earth fruitful. We can
not afford even a temporary halt in this 
program. We must keep on now or be 
prepared to suffer the very serious con
sequences which trying to do the job too 
late would entail. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last three 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish it were possible 
to offer an amendment to the bill which 
will provide that Federal work projects 
and programs shall be carried out to the 
fullest . extent authorized by the law; 
that this will be done notwithstanding 
any moratorium or curtailment policy 
which has heretofore or may be put into 
effect at the direction of the President. 
I say this, Mr.· Chairman, because last 
year, you will remember, a moratorium 
and a screening procedure for all Fed
eral construction projects was put into 
effect as soon as Congress adjourned. 
Now I am in sympathy with the idea of 
balancing the budget and stopping defi
cit spending, but my concern is over the 
power of the President to nullify laws 
passed by Congress. Now let us look at 
the facts as to what happened last year: 

First. The Bureau of the Budget and 
the President had recommended to the 
Congress all appropriations that were 
made for Federal construction programs. 

Second. Upon this recommendation 
the Congress unanimously appropriated 
the funds for the recommended pro
gram. 

Third. These appropriations were sent 
to the President for veto or approval. 
He approved them without the slightest 
opposition being registered. 

Fourth. He signed these bills in the 
presence of a score of the Members of 
Congress. Pictures were taken and pens 
passed out to the Sponsors of the bill. 
It was a forward stride. 
· Fifth. Congress adjourned August 2, 
and on August 3; with a letter dated Au
gust 2, the President stopped this for
ward march and made inoperative~ with~ 
out approval or consultation with Con
gress, all Federal works, by a drastic lim
itation of their expenditures. 

In the opinion of many Members of 
Congress, this action is without statutory 
or constitutional rights. If the Presi
dent can abrogate a whole or part of any 
appropriation for public works, he cottld 
do the same for appropriations for Army, 
or the common defense. Once this ._.u
thority is conceded there is no limit. It 
seems certain that this Congress must 
stop this unconstitutional and illegal ns
sumption of authority by the President 
or anyone else. If this is not done, Con
gress will no longer control the purse 
strings as provided by the Constitution 
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and popular self-government is at an 
end. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. CUR'I'IS. I would like to point out 
that the President has his remedy in his 
power of veto, and if in ordinary peace
time he can come in and stop a program 
which has been set in motion by the Con
gress, he can stop any program that we 
authorize by law an.\ for which we ap
propriate the moneY. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. That is 
true. It is noted here that when the 
Congress adjourned on August 2 a letter 
was sent out which was dated August 
2, a day or two after the bill was signed, 
abrogating the appropriations made by 
this Congress. The echoes ·had hardly 
died in the Halls of CongresS before that 
step had been taken. My concern is 
that the Congress should continue to 
control the purse strings of this country. 
My concern is over the welter of confu
sion which comes from the various de
partments when you try to find out 
whether these funds are frozen, and, if 
so, to what extent. You get different 
answers, depending on whom you talk to. 

If you will read the hearing~ of the 
committee, you will find where the Sec
retary of the Interior, Mr. Krug, and 
Mr. Straus, testified that the funds are 
frozen. You get all kinds of reports as 
to these funds. I hope someone on the 
committee can clear up the question 
about how much, if any, of these funds 
remain frozen under the Executive order 
of the President issued August 3, 1946-
I am concerned about the power of the 
Chief Executive to nullify appropriation 
bills and take control of the purse strings 
of the Nation. You remember the Presi
dent waited until Congress adjourned to 
nullify the appropriation. I feel some 
resolution ought to be 'adopted which 
will prevent that sort of thing happening 
in the future. If it is not done Congress 
will lose control of the purse strings. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, yesterday there was 
some discussion regarding the unfreez
ing of funds which were voted and which 
were available in the 1947 fiscal year for 
expenditures. I have a letter dated as 
of yesterday which was written at my 
request by the Department of the ~
terior through the Director of the DIVI
sion of Budget and Administrative Man
agement which I wish to read into the 
REcoRD. It is as follows: 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 25, 1947. 

Bon. ROBERT F. JoNES, 
Chairman, Interior Department Sub

committee on Appropriations, Rouse 
of Representatives. 

MY DEAR MR. JONES: This letter is prepared 
1n response to your request for a statement 
setting forth the present status of · the 
Presidential freeze order as applied to the 
Bureau of Reclamation. 

There has been no change in the maxi
mum amount that the Bureau of Reclama
tion may expend during the fiscal year 1947 
as established tn the letter dated January 10, 
,1947, to the Secretary of the Interior from 

the DU·ector of the Bureau of the Budget. 
This letter, which appears on page 44 of part 
s of the hearings on the Interior Department 
appropriation bill for 1948, limits expendi
tures for the construction program of the 
Bureau of Reclamation in 1947 to $130,000,000, 
and limits expenditures from all appropri
ated fUnds to $146,500,000. Any statement 
made indicating that there has been a lift
ing of the Presidential freeze order on the 
Bureau of Reclamation construction program 
in 1947 is believed to have reference to the 
expiration on April 1, 1947, of the limitations 
on Federal construction imposed by the Office 
of war Mobilization and Reconversion in Di
rective No. 128, dated August 5, 1946. This di
rective limited the amount of construction 
that could be undertaken between October 1, 
1946, and March 31, 1947. Inasmuch as there 
are no longer any restrictions upon the 
amount of construction work that may be 
undertaken the Bureau of Reclamation is il'l 
a position to proceed with its construction 
program at a much faster rate than was pos
sible prior to April 1, 1947, and still keep ex
penditures within the amounts set forth in 
the letter dated January 10 from the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

Sincerely yours, 
VERNON D. NORTHROP, 

Director, Division of Budget and Ad
ministrative Management. 

I think that clarifies the situation en·
tirely. The committee report is entirely 
correct and the committee position is 
sound. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last four words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, there is 
nothing in the bill before us for my 
particular _district in the State of Wash
ington, but of course I am, and I think 
excusably so, tremendously interested in 
the development of the rivers of the 
United States in general and in western 
development, particularly. It has been 
my contention that in the Columbia 
River. our own United States has per
heps one of the world's greatest assets. 
I feel it is excusable that I should be 
interested in its development at the 
earliest possible time. 

Reclamation in the West began long 
before the possibilities in the Columbia 
River were recognized. Reclamation 
projects -began as matters of local de
velopment. The problem of putting wa
ter on land was the prior and all-impor
tant reason for reclamation. That was 
back in the year 1902. In my distrlct in 
the State of Washington less than 5 
percent of the total land under reclama
tion is from Federal projects. As I said, 
there are no Federal projects for re
clamation immediately anticipated in 
my district, but there are projects in the 
State of Washington that I think are 
meritorious and worthy of every con
sideration by the House of Representa
tives. Of course, I trust you will do so. 

The Columbia River rises in Canada 
and enters the United States at an ele
vation of 1,400 feet above the sea level. 
As it traverses the distance of 800 miles 
to the Pacific Ocean it falls that 1,400 
feet. It llas done that for centuries. 
Of course, it is only natural that this 
body of water should generate power 
under our modern embellishments of 
river improvement. That power is there, 
and we who represent the people of that 
area cannot hel~ it. l'hrough the years 

' e have found that there are still other 
~ses fm: water than merely placing it on 
arid land, and today we recognize there 
is a multiplicity of benefits that acc~ue 
from· a great river system, benefits which 
accrue fir~t to the people living in the 
area and through their industry, pro
duction and achievements, to the entire 
Nation,' and through our Nati<;m to the 
world. . 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. HORAN. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Of course, I am for 

development of the water power of the 
entire Nation; but if your party acts 
according to the Washington Post, my 
opinion is you will have hard sledding 
in getting permission to use the water
power resources of your own section. I 
led the fight to keep them from cutting 
Grand Coulee Dam down to a low dam. 
It is the most valuable asset that the 
States of Washington, Oregon, and pos
sibly Idaho have, with the exception .of 
the soil. When Mr. John D. Ross was 
head of the Bonneville project, he told 
me before lle died that he was well on 
his way toward the development of a 
plan to transmit power by direct current 
through which he could transmit that 
power economically for a thousand miles 
in any direct.i,Jn. If that could be done, 
Grand Coulee, Bonneville, and the other 
projects on the Columbia River would 
be worth more than any other develop
ment they ever had or can hope to have 
within the seeabfe future. · 

Mr. HORAN. The gentleman raises a 
very valid point. It can be proven, of 
course, tha~. based upon a comparison 
of contracts when we were trying to get 
aluminum during the war, Columbia 
River power, as such, saved this Nation 
about $200,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has expired.

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HORAN. During the depression, 

as a means for solving our unemploy
ment problem, construction of Grand 
Coulee Dam was begun. It was a mul
tiple-purpose project. The dam was to 
be built, a sump was to be put in, and 
pumps installed so that 1,000,000 acres of 
central Washington land could be irri
gated. That dam has been built; it is 
generating and distributing power now. 
The reclamation features are the ones 
that we are considering today. 

The point has been raised that there 
are all kinds of dams in the Columbia 
River drainage area, and it is a good 
point. We have various kinds of devel .. 
opments out there benefiting various 
sections !n the Columbia River area. It 
has been my work for years, and a work 
that I have followed up since I have 
come to Congress, to attempt to get the 
people of the various local areas in the 
Columbia River drainage area, the peo
ple of Idaho .. the people of western Mon
tana, of Washington and Oregon, to
gether on some sort of an agreement so 
that there would be a composite pro-

/ 
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gram, a compromise in a workable com
pact form, with· the greatest amount of 
cooperation in the development of what 
is their general and common interest in 
the Columbia River. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HORAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The year I came to 
Congress, 1921, the entire Nation was 
using only 40,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours 
of electricity. That year we were try
ing to develop the Tennessee River, as 
well as the Columbia. I remember the 
opposition we had from the Washing
ton Post and similar publications. They 
said we already had more power than 
we needed. Last year we used over 
220,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours, and there 
is more demand for extra power today 
than there ever has been. We have 
230,000,000,000 hours a year of electricity 
going to waste in these streams. I am 
opposed to any program that hampers 
their development. 

Mr HORAN. I may say to the gen
tlem~n from Mississippi that it merely 
complicates and makes greater our 
problem out in the Pacific Northwest 
that there are in excess of 40,000,000 
horsepower of hydroelectric energy in 
the Columbia and the other rivers of 
the Pacific Northwest. They are not yet 
developed. Development, in fact, has 
barely begun. I want to assure the 
gentleman that as a Member trying to 
represent the best interests of his own 
people and of this Nation I am search
ing constantly for the pattern and the 
formula that will properly develop that 
energy in the name of the people who 
live there and in the name of this 
Nation. · 

Last year when this appropriation was 
before the Congress I pointed out the 
construction schedule on the Columbia 
Basin project. I pointed out that ·it was 
already mapped out and th~t we needed 
all of the funds that had been allowed in 
the budget. Eventually we came out 
with a fairly adequate sum for the 
Columbia Basin. That construction 
schedule was cut down to fit the amount 
of money allowed. · Why? Because we 
have there managing that project not a 
radical, not an irresponsible manager, 
but one of the outstanding engineers 
of the Reclamation Bureau, Mr. Frank 
Banks, who came from Maine and 40 
years ago went with the Government. 
He is sound as a dollar and clean as a 
hound's tooth. When Frank Banks tells 
you he is going to do something, he does 
it. As a consequence of the confidence 
they have imposed in Frank Banks, 
there was an unfreezing of the Presi
dent's funds almost immediately last 

·fall. The project is going on, the canals 
are being dug, as a result of Frank 
Banks' efficiency. The carry-over as of 
June 30 will only be $1,084,000. 

Mr. Chairman, as a result of all this, 
I trust that the members of the subcom
mittee in their wisdom and the House 
in its sense of justice will allow this 
project to continue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has again 
expired. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed for two additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HORAN. I yield to the gentle

man from Wyoming. 
Mr. BARRETT. In view of the letter 

that the chairman of the subcommittee 
just read from the budget officer in the 
Bureau of Reclamation, rr&ay I ask the 
gentleman if the funds that W8re frozen 
from last year's appropriations amount
ing to $85,000,000 are available for ex-

_penditure in the fiscal year 1948? 
Mr. HORAN. l would gather that 

conclusion from the letter. As the gen
tleman knows, I have been joined by 
quite a number of other westerners in a 
legislative move to unfreeze those funds, 
and I hope they will be unfrozen. 

Mr. BARRETT. The upshot of the 
matter is, then, that we will have that 
$85,000,000 together with the· _$62,000,000 
presently appropriated available for ex
penditure in 1948? 

Mr. HORAN. Yes; but ~here are no 
funds in the frozen item for the project 
I am speaking of. 

Mr. BARRETT. I am referring now 
to the entire country. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HORAN. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. I join the gentleman 
in his expression of the high regard he 
has for Frank Banks. I would like to 
inquire of the gentleman whether or not 
he thinks the majority of this subcom
mittee and the full Appropriations Com
mittee have not let Frank Banks down 
when they cut the Columbia River Basin 
appropriation by practically 66% per
cent-from $27,000,000 down to $9,000,-
000? 

Mr. HORAN. I can only repeat my 
final statement. · I hope the members of 
the subcommittee in their wisdom, and 
the House in its sense of justice, will con-

. sider the situation as it applies to the 
Columbia River Basin project. 

Mr. ROONEY. Will . the gentleman 
answer the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has again 
expired. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
five words. 

Mr. Chairman, for 8 years ·! have gone 
along with these western colleagues on 
the various irrigation projects. I have 
seen much of that country and I cer
tainly subscribe to what they are trying 
to do. A few acres of irrigated land adds 
to the use value of the nonirrigated ad
jacent lands. However, whether it is 
the distinguished chairman of the sub
committee, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. JoNES], or President Truman, it 
appears that there is gq_od reason for 
slacking up at the present time. The 
funds for the road-building program, 
the Federal building program for post 
offices and other public building have 
been practically suspended until there is 

less employment. The present is a high
cost period for roads, building, and also 
for reclamation projects as well. If any
one will t ake the time to study the history 
of irrigation projects he will find that 
it has taken those people a good many 
years to pay for the projects alrea~y 
put in operation wh~n normal expend.l
tures were made in putting them m 
operation. Does this seem like a very 
appropriate time to go to work and 
overexpand reclamation projects when 
one considers present-day costs? In 
all fairness we should keep that in mind 
because it will take them a long enough 
time to pay for them even though they 
put them in operation during normal 
times, with normal costs. 

May I say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RooNEY] if he is interested 
in these farmers out there in that terri
tory he should not worry about the im
portation of minerals and possibly he 
should take a few minutes time and look 
up and find out what is happening to the 
wool growers out there. Maybe they 
will not need so much land if the present 
administration does not change its posi
tion on wool. If the present administra
tion does not take a straightforward po
sition on the wool problem, additional 
acres will not be needed to feed the sheep 
of the Northwest and that is sure. . 

It might be well to consider not only 
the freezing of funds for irrigation proj
ects, but also we can well consider the 
freezing of the sheepmen out of the 
shee}) business as well . 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. ' Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last six words. 

Mr. Chairman, the House is now con
sidering H. R. 3123, a bill making appro
priation for the Department of the In
terior for 1948. In considering the bill, 
it is my hope that the important sery
ices of the National Park System are m 
no way curtailed. 

I am well aware that it is impossible 
to measure in terms of dollars the great 
value of scenic and historic places in 
the life of the Nation. Such units of the 
National Park System as the birthplaces 
of Washington and Lincoln, the battle
fields on which heroic men and women 
yielded life itself, the Fort Laramie Na
tional Monument on the Oregon Trail, 
are all national shrines of patriotism 
which contribute much to good citizen
ship. They should be maintained and 
preserved. They are visited annually 
by millions of our citizens from all parts 
of the land who there renew their loy
alty to our Government and our country. 

Our form of government, with free
dom as its base, is under .attack through
out the world by another ideology of gov
ernment which seeks to destroy freedom 
on this earth. 

No one can interpret the facts of our 
history without knowing the facts of 
our history. The young people of the 
Nation therefore need these visible les
sons in American history, lessons which 
are afforded by the historic sites, build
ings, and the vast wilderness areas of 
the National Park System. 

Everyone, I am certain, is greatly im
pressed with the fact that 85,000 young 
people of school age, from more than 
2,000 schools in 22 States, last year 
visited the national memorials here in 
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Washington. while unnumbered thou
sands traveled to other parks and mon
uments for similar lessons in history and 
nature. 

The work of this ~rvice should be en
couraged to the utmost and I earnestly 
trust that the appropriatioYJ. in this bill 
will not curtail this service to the Nation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
.seven words. 

Mr. JOHNSON of california. Mr. 
Chairman and members of the commit
tee" I want to talk to you about one 
phase of this conservation problem that 
seems to paraJyze with fear the Repub
lican members of this committee, and 
that is the electric power feature of these 
projects. You would think that what 
we are trying to do in developing these 
power features was a direct threat at 
private enterprise. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chai~ will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 1 will 
yield later if I have the time. 

Mr. VURSELL. Well, you won't have 
time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of california. I de
cline to yield now. 

Mr. VURSELL. I would like to ask a 
question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I decline to yield at this time. 

In 1902 the reclamation law was passed 
under a Republican regime. It has been 
working ever since that time •nd the 
projects have mounted higher and high
er. Almost universally connected with 
these projects is the power feature. 
That 1s only a byproduct, but it is one 
of the most important keys to the suc
cess of this whole program. The cost of 
bringing the water to the· arid land -is 
usually so costly that the only way you 
can get it within reason. so the farmers 
can pay for it, is to run the water through 
the water wheels, on the way to the 
land, generate electricity and sell it for 
a profit. 

In developing electric power as a by
product of reclamation projects we are 
merely repeating what has been done 
many times. In 1912 in the Boise River 
project this was done. In 1909 It was 
done in Minidoka ln the same state. It 
was done in the Bostwick project in Ne
braska in 1929. In the Lingle project 
in the same state in 1919. In the Pros
ser project in Washington in 1932 and so 
on down through the years. 

In the beginning the power was used 
for pumping irrigation, water. As the 
dams increased in size and number sur
plus power was sold to surrounding com
munities and areas. Among the early 
customers of one of the earliest projects 
were the cities of Burley and Albion, 
Idaho. The Minidoka project completed 
in 1909 serves those 2 tnwns and 6 mu
nicipal utilities, 12 cooperative utilities, 
and 2 privately owned utilities. From 
the Roosevelt Dam on the Salt River 
project in Arizona power was developed 
and sold to surrounding areas. 

The thing that hurts me in all this ls 
that this drive for economy which vir
tually paralyzes some of these projects 
fnr a year is being made by the Repub
licans. If there is one policy that the 
Republican Party has contributed to our 

national .Hfe, it is conservation. The 
reclamation projects are conserving. our 
greatest western resource, namely. water. 
The reason 1 say our greatest resource 
is that water is a re8ource that does not 
exhaust itself. Each year lt recurs. 
Every season the snaws fall in the moun
tains which later melt to the water which 
goes to arid land. . Each year we have 
the water to put on lands of great fer
tility at the time when there is no rain
fall. - Every year we develop the vast 
electric energy that is used for commer
cial and domestic purposes. 

IAloking across the oountry, we find 
that the publicly owned electric systems 
predominate. Of the 4,{)9'f electric sys
tems operated in towns over 250 in popu
lation, '2,20(t are public owned, 839 are 
coopetatively owned, and 1,058 are pri
vately owned. This does not look as 
though the public ownership of elec
tricity is ~nything novel or new or star
tling. You have evidence right in this 
House that oome of the leading Republi
cans live in communities in which there 
are 'PUblicly owned electric systems. All 
of you must have been thrilled if you 
read the article in the Saturday Evening 
Post on January 18 about our Speaker 
the gentleman from ·Massachusetts, Jo
SEPH .MARTIN. This House has declared 
that th~ Speaker is next in line to the 
succession of the Presidency in the event 
that the Vice President ,cannot serve ()r 
has previously died. In the article re
·ferred to, which is a typical story of 
American success, where a poor boy with 
meager opportunities by his own initia
tive am: energy and ability worked his 
way to the top, we 'find the description 
of the little town of North Attleboro, 
where our beloved Speaker lives and also 
spent his boyhood. Here is what it says 
aoout the oown: 

The t0wn owns Its elecfirlcal system, water 
1!tlpply. and sewage plant. It paid olf its 
bonded indebtedness years ago and has $1511,-
000 in the treasury; 1t has one of the lowest 
tax rates in the State. 

This little town .is certainly not carry
ing on any radical innovation. Ninety 
percent of the water ~ystems in the cities 
o! the United States are municipally 
owned. Do not these members of the 
subcommittee who are fighting the de
velopment of · public power and the 
ownership of public power realize that 
the principle of the public ownership of 
electricity and water, so well rooted in 
American life, is the same whether it is 
owned by a city, a State or the National 

overnment. 
The development of power in the Cen

tral Valley water project is not a new 
idea. We are merely treading on beaten 
ground when we recommend the develoP
ment of an integrated power system in 
connection with the development of the 
Central Valley project. As long ago as 
1916 there has been under Consideration 
by California the development of a strong 
water conservation policy. The idea was 
first co·ncreteJy put forth by a great 
banker in San Francisco whose name was 
Rudolph Spreckles. He was a ~n wbo 
with Senator Jim Phelan some years 
prior to 1916 privately financed the trial 

· of grafters and crooks in San Francisco 
in which trial Hiram W. Johnson won 
lasting fame. 

In 1916 under tbe leade!ship of Ru
dolph Spreckels there was presented the 
Water and Power Act, wbich in all: its 
essentials ·was merely the Central VaUey 
plan. At that early date this far-seeing 
and able man, who had devoted .his life 
to the field of finance, saw that the fu
ture of California. depended upan the 
conservation of its waters and that as an 
integral part of that scheme was. the de
velopment of hydroelectric power. A 
little later we bad what was known as 
the Marshall plan developed by Colonel 
Marshall. 'I1lis tike ise was mere)y a 
plan to spread the waters of the great 
Interior Valley of California to tbe places 
where there was a shortage of water. 
Later we had the studies made by the 
State of california to further prepare 
the wa.y for a comprehensive and in
tegrated plan of ater conservation. 
Ed. Hyatt, the present director .of 
water resources of Calif.omi~ conducted 
the survey which resulted in invaluable · 
data concerning the stream flow .. charac
teristics, storage capacities, and so forth 
of the various drainage systems of Cali
fornia. All of the governors., Governor 
l«>lph~ Governor Young and lastly our 
present Governor, Earl Warren have sup
ported this plan. In 1932 the Califor
nia voters '8.pproved the plan. In the 
plan was a ssrs~ of integrated hydro
electric deveropment. 

We are merely carrying. out the plans 
and purposes and ambitions and aSPira
tions of those who have gone-before us 
in sponsoring and working for the cul
mination of this great plan for the de
velopment of California. 

Even single plan has contained a 
separate, independent integrated elec
tric .power system, no matter whether 
proposed by an individual, or group 
composed of private citiZens only; 
whether proposed by State agencies, or 
whether proposed by national agencies. 
The reason for that is that this will 
bring the greatest spread to the greatest 
number of people of the benefits of the 
plan. H we do not have a separate in
tegrated electric system w.hich we can 
use .in the sale of this electricity to cities, 
reclamation districts, irrigation districts 
and other public bodies and units .it . 
means that we will funnel this publicly 
dev-eloped electricity through the private 
electric system as well a.s through the 
cash registers of a private monopoly. I 
have nothing against the Pacific Gas 

· & Electric Co~ but I can see very plain
ly, from the way that they are con
ducting their campaign, that what they 
want is to become the distributors of this 
great block of electricity. I can tell 
you, and if I had the time to explain in 
detail, why this will not bring the maxi
mum benefits from the public money 
spent on this project. It simply means 
that at public expense we are generat
ing el~-tricity, turning it all o\er to a 
private company, for the particular 
advancement and 1inancial benefit of. the 
investors of that company. The com
pany, of course, is regulated by the 
Utilities Commission but in its essence 
the regulation of these utilities is simply 
a · ''cost-plus gystem." The private util
ity does not care wbat we charge for the 
electricity because on top of that to
gether with all operating costs, depre-
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elation, interest and all the other items 
is added enough to make a reasonable 
profit. It means that by developing this 
great block of power we are merely pro-

. viding aa enhanced load for the private 
utility which will reap the profits there
from for its stockholders. 

The reason that the future of the com
pany and the future of the Central Val
ley project is so great, is that they are 
living in an area that is growing and 
will continue to grow very rapidly in 
population. During the war California 
acquired over two million and a half 
new citizens. The migration has not yet 
stopped. We hope that it will so that we 
can integrate the new people that have 
come to our State. But the State will 
continue to grow for many years and 
may, in the span of a quarter of a cen
tury, become one of the most densely 
populated areas in the United States. 
We should develop our separate system, 
have our transmission lines, have our 
stand-by plants, and in that way offer 
broad competition for the power of the 
local private utility. This is what will 
bring down the rates. It has been proven 
so in many cases and will result in the 
cheap rates which will be entirely com .. 
pensatory and pay for the system and 
from which will flow the maximum bene
fits to the people of the State, not only by 
getting cheap rates but by giving wide
spread use of electricity. 

The matter of economy is not involved 
in this bill. .The total appropriation re
quired or asked for in this bill is less 
than 1 percent of the total budget which 
will be passed no matter how deeply ·the 
economy drive goes. To increase this 50 
percent would not. make a ripple in the 
wave of economy that is . streaking 
through the country. We all recognize 
the need for economy: We recognize 
and want our economy to become sta
bilized so we can go about production 
without the chaos and turmoil that we 
have today. In this chaotic world a 
stable and sound America in the eco
nomic sense is very important. We 
are hoping to lead the world to stabil
ity and peace; and a strong America with 
a stabilized economy will give us more 
power for leadership. This bill will not 
affect that principle. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five additional minutes. 

Mr. VURSELL. I object, Mr. Chair
man. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I_ 
move to strike out the last eight words. 

Mr. Chairman, I imagine the people 
of the great Western States and in the 
Northwest are very much disturbed today 
and have been since this bill was re
ported, when they became aware of the 
fact that there were vast reductions in 
the carrying on of projects that are of 
great concern to them and w.hich are 
closely identified with the future hopes 
and aspirations of their section of the 
country. If I were to read their minds, 
I would say they are very much dis
turbed over the eastern and the middle
eastern Members of Congress bringing 
about this reduction. To go a step fur
ther, and to have the record clear, I 

want them to know that it is not the 
middle-eastern and eastern Members of 
Congress who are Democrats that have 
done this or who will participate in this 
crucifying slash of funds which will hold 
back for years the continuance of the 
work which will mean so much to the 
future hopes and aspirations of the peo
ple of the great West · and the great 
Northwest. 

I also want them to know that we 
who represent city districts, Democrats 
of the Middle East and the East, and 
those from rural districts, have in the 
past always supported the starting of 

. these projects and the appropriations of 
money for the purpose of carrying them 
on to completion. This also applies to 
the Tennessee Valley Authority; the 
marshaling of the great natural re
sources of the different sections of the 
country and having them utilized in the 
interest of the people of the section in 
which the project is built, that utiliza
tion ·to their interest being in the in
terest of the entire country. 

I have a lot of sympathy for the 
people of the great West and the great 
Northwest in the predicamPnt in which 
they find themselves today. I am sorry 
for them. Our friends on the Repub
lican side were warned· by my distin
guished friend from Texas our beloved 
former Speaker [Mr. RAYBURN] and 
myself and others, that they were going 
to get into this position as appropriation 
b111 after appropriation bill came in. 
When they voted for a $6,000,000,000 re
duction they knew or ought to have 
known what the results would be. I 
warned them on two occasions at least 
that my distinguished friend from New 
York [Mr. TABER] would try to carry out 
that cut, despite the honeyed words 
from some to the contrary that it was 
only a meaningless gesture. I am 
wondering what the situation will be 
when the agricultural appropriation bill 
comes in. Then we will hear the moan
ing, then we will hear the weeping. 
While I am sorry for my friends, my 
real sympathy will be for the · people 
back home who will suffer. 

We have heard about these cuts, and 
I am against them. If these cuts, some 
of them, at least, are not put back into 
the bill in the Committee of the Whole
and I have no expectation that will hap
pen-when the roll call comes on the 
motion to recommit there may be a 
different situation. The people of the 
great West and the great Northwest I 

· am sure will find that on the Democratic 
side the great majority of Democrats 
will have an appreciation of the im
portance of these project~ to the people 
of those areas and the people of ' the 
country, because improvement there 
means a lot to the people of my section 
and all sections of the country. 

I believe these projects are important 
to the people of my district and in
directly we benefit greatly from them. 
When the roll call com6s, the people of 
the great West and Northwest will see 
on that roll call that the majority of the 
Democratic members will be where they 
have always been on these proposi
tions-and that is, in support of these 
appropriations for these great progres
sive projects. 

I want to call attention to the fact 
that even little New England got a knif
ing in this bill. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has ex
pired. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
three additional minutes. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

, There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 

under the item on commercial fisheries 
on page 66; the amount cf $401,000 is re
duced to $75,000. On tht: next page, un
der the item "Fishery market news serv
ice," the amount.is reduced from $441,000 
to $75,000. 

Up my way the fishing industry is 
managed, so far as I know, in practically 
every case by Republicans. But they are 
businessmen. I view them as business
men when they come to see me, and I do 
not care what their politics is. I wonder 
how they are feeling now with the knowl
edge that they never got this sort of 
treatment under a Democratic adminis
tration and that this cut whlc:t is so 
drastic to them is being made while their 
own party is in control of the House of 
Representatives. 

We might as well talk facts and talk 
the truth. This bill repres-ents a sub
stantial cut all along the line. It is a 
drastic cut and whoever the people are 
that these cuts may affect never got that 
sort of treatment under the Democratic 
Party in bygone years. We appreciated 
their situation. 

So far as the fisheries are concerned, 
thiE seriously interferes with the carrying 
on of a $4,500,000,000 industry of this 
country. It was the first industry in the 
Western Hemisphere. Back in the early 
colonial days the fishing industry start
ed in New England and is carried on now 
all along the coast down to Florida, along 
the Gulf, in the Great Lakes, out to the 
great Northwest, and all alon[. the west 
coast down the coast of California to 
Mexico. Our fishing industry is an im
portant industry concerning the eco
nomic life of the people. It means much 
to our country. 

I hope that some Republican Member 
will make a motion to restore the amount, 
and if that is not done, while I am fear
ful of the outcome, in order to keep the 
record clear I want to say it is my inten
tion to make a motion to restore these in
significant amounts which mean so 
much to the fishing industry of the 
United States. 

I yield to my friend the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Has the 
gentleman forgotten a year ago when 
the majority on that subcommittee were 
members of his party that the Interior 
bill was reported to the House with a 
50-percent cut below the budget esti
mates? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I think the recol
lection of the gentleman is not the same 
as my recollection on that. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The rec
ord will show what happened. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Well, the record 
Will show it, so let the record speak· tor 
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itself. But one · thing is certain - · very- . 
thing that the fishing industry gut was 
under a Democratic administration. 
When they were frustrated we s'tepped 
in and provided $2,000,000 to buy sur
plus fish which was glutting the market 
and driving the prices down. We 
brought them in under section 102 of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act. Practi
cally every piece of legislation that has 
been passed in connection with the fish
ing industry was passed during the last 
16 years under a Democratic administra
tion, and now the first appropriation bill 
to come in under a Republican controlled 
.House comes in to seriously knife the 
best interests of this industry. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strilce out the last word. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, may 
I make a suggestion with reference to the 
pro forma amendments? I would sug
gest that when Members finish speaking 
the Chair announce that the pro forma 
amendment is withdrawn. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair contem
plated doing that, in keeping with the 
rules, at the end of the debate, but if it 
is more agreeable to the ex-Sp~aker, th~ 
Chair will now ask unanimous consent 
that all pro forma amendments up to 
this stage be withdrawn. Then we will 
take care of them as we go along. 

The gentleman from Ohio is recog-
. nized. · 

Mr. JONES of ·ohio. Mr. Chair
man--

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. "HALLECK. I would like to ob

serve, and at this time express the hope, 
that the newspapers print what the. gen
tleman from Massachursetk [Mr. Mc
CORMACK] has just said, because then th,e 
people of the country will lcr ow that the 
Republicans are trying to do something 
about cutting excessive costs of govern
ment. They will applaud us for having 
done it, and then they will also know 
that on the Democratic side of the aisle 
there is no desire to cut the cost of gov
ernment. Rather is there a stubborn re
sistance on the Democratic side to every 
effort that we make to bring about cuts 
that the people .want. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
the distinguished minority whip last 
year was the majority leader. I call 
.your attention to part III of the hear
ings, page 74, wherein the expenditures 
for the Bureau of Reclamation are tabu
lated by years. 

In 1933 the Bureau of ·Reclamation 
had $25,204,000 to spend. 

In 1934 they had $24,000,000 to spend. 
In 1935 they l:lad $40,000,000 to spend. 
In 1936 they had $49,JOO,OOO to spend. 
In 1937 they had $52,000,000 to spend. 
In 1938 they had $65,000,000 to spend. 
In 1939 they had $79,000,000 to spend. 
In 1940, the gentleman from Massa-

chusetts was majority leader. The 
gentleman who now cries crocodile tears, 
who had charge of the legislative pro
gram for the majority party, the party 
that held the Presidency during most of 
these years I have read, gave them in 
that year $96,000,000 for the develop
ment of the natural resources of the 
West. Bear in mind, there were mil-

lions of people unemployed during that 
year. We have no such condition today; 
no such condition of unemployment. 
But while people were tramping the 
streets hunting for jobs, there was a pro
gram of leaf raking, rather than ex
penditures for the development of sound 
projects such as these. All they could 
spend in that year was $96,000,000 for 
reclamation projects. 

In 1941, the fiscal year starting 6 
months before Pearl Harbor, $8~,000,000 · 
was available. 

In 1942, $91,000,000 was available. 
Still the minority whip, who cries croco
dile tears this morning, was majority 
leader in charge of the legislative pro
gram. 

In 1943. they had $69,000,000 available. 
In 1944, they had $54,000,000 available. 
In 1945, they had $50,000,000 available. 
In 1946, they had $64,000,000 available. 
In 1947, the est:mated over-all ex-

penditures are $146,000,000. Sixteen 
million dollars of that was for overhead, 
personnel; only $130,000,000 represents 
actual construction projects. 

That is the amount the President has 
frozen them to. Did the minority whip 
spank the President on the hand when 
he froze $209,000,000 available for ex
penditure, voted by his majority party 
when he was Majority Leader-when he 
froze them to $130,000,000? No. He sat 
quietly. All the Bureau of Reclamation 
can spend this year for construction is 
$130,000,000. 

This subcommittee has marked up a 
bill consistent with !ts anti-inflation pro
gram that gives $11,000,000 more next 
year for construct:or_ than the President 
allows them to spend in this fiscal year. 

I do hope we can stop this demagogue
ing on the over-all mark-up of the bill. 
Every bit of it can be defended from a 
scientific point of view. I hope we can 
go on and read the bill. We are going 
to be held here late if we are going to 
live up to the promise that we must 
finish the bill this week. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JONEs] has 
expired. 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. Chair
man, I move to str:ike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to . 
the committee recommendation regard
ing funds for the Bureau of Reclama
tion. The reclam~,tion program is the 
most important Federal activity for the 
development of western land and water 
resources. In the 45 years since the 
program was first authorized by the 
Congress, about $1,000,000,000 has been 
invested through the Bureau of Recla
mation in irrigation and electric:-power 
projects. That investment is returned 
in full to th€ Federal Treasury. Unlike 
beneficiaries of Federal flood control and 
navigation projects in other sections Qf 
the country, western water users and 
power users pay back to the Government 
the full costs of constructing the project 
works that serve them. The reclama
tion program, therefore, does not con
stitute a drain on the Federal Treasury. 
In fact, the contrary is the case. In 
addition to paying back power-con
struction costs. western irrigationists are 
contributing large sums as taxes on the 
increased incomes resulting from. the 

agricultural production made possible by 
irrigation water. I observed a news ac- · 
count showing that my home county of 
Maricopa has paid income taxes equiva
lent to a thousand-percent return on the 
Federal reclamation investment in the 
county. About $21,000,000 was spent by 
the Federal Government for the recla
mation project in Maricopa County, in 
addition to an equivalent amount in
vested by the local irrigation district. 
The irrigation works thus constructed 
ser-ve about 400,000 acres in the Salt 
River Valley. I am informed that for 
the past 10 o~ 12 years, Maricopa County 
has paid into the Federal Treasury each 
year over $17,000,000, and that a total of 
$200,000,000 Federal income taxes during 
the period 1934-35 are attributable to 
my home county of Maricopa in which 
the . reclamation investment is only 
$21,000,000. That is typical of reclama
tion developments throughout the west
ern States. ·For that reason alone, the 
reclamation program clearly is a sound 
investment for Federal funds, and dem
onstrates that the Appropriations Com
mittee recommendations for reductions 
are false economy. 

Those fertile acres of the Salt River 
Valley, which~ as I have just stated have 
paid 10 times over the Federal invest
ment, are now in critical danger. The 
water supplies on which are founded the 
agricultural production of the valley 
have been inadequate to maintain full
scale productively. For the last several 
years, there has been an extreme short
age of water and a similar situation is 
forecast for tpis summer. It is appar
ent that from now on the Salt River Val
ley will be short of water most of the 
time. · Without water, we cannot grow 
the crops that produce the income and 
pay the taxes. In fact, without adequate 
water, millions of dollars of existing in
vestment in highly developed lands and 
improved farms and developed commu
nities undoubtedly suffer and decrease in 
value. To meet this critical danger, the 
State of Arizona has called on the Bu
reau of Reclamation to survey the poten
tial central Arizona project to bring sup• 
plemental irrigation water to the Valley. 
The surveys have been going on for sev
eral years, and much valuable informa
tion has already been secured. That 
survey and planning work has cost sev
eral hundred thousand dollars and has 
been financed, in part, . by substantial 
contributions of State funds appropri
ated by the Arizona Legislature. 

If the appropriation bill is enacted in 
accordance with the committee recom
mendations, the essential survey and 
planning work for the central Arizona 
project cannot be completed. There will 
be no way of ascertaining whether the 
project is feasible from an engineering 
standpoint, or whether it is economically 
feasible and can be repaid by the project 
water users in accordance with the law. 
Those facts are essential to the people of 
my State, and they are essential to the 
Congress for determining its action with 
regard to authorizing the needed project. 

.Because of the vital concern of the 
State of Arizona with the continuance of 
the reclamation program, I urge that 
the committee recommendation be re
jected in the matter of the appropriation 
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item for general investigations, and that 
the full amount of the budget request 
be restored in the sum of $5,000,000. 

The committee recommendations like
wise arbitrarily reduce the appropriation 
from the Colorado River development 
fund. That fund is established by act of 
Congress to use the profits from the sale 
of electric power produced at Boulder 
Dam. The money has already been re
ceived by the Federal Treasury, and in 
accordance with the law, $500,000 an
nually is put aside in the Treasury for 
these purposes. That money cannot be 
used for other purposes, and failure to 
appropriate it does not assist in any re
duction of other expenditures. The law 
provides that the funds thus set aside 
from power profits already received shall 
be used for surveys and project planning 
to develop the resources of the Colorado 
River. In accordance with the law and 
established practice of previous appro
priation acts, the full $500,000 has been 
requested for appropriation from . the 
Colorado River development fund. The 
committee recommendation arbitrarily 
cuts that request in half to the injury of 
all seven States in the Colorado River 
Basin. On behalf of Arizona and its 
neighboring States I urge restoration of 
the full amount of the authorized appro
priation for this item. 

I have spoken principally about Ari
zona projects because I am familiar with 
them from personal experience. I know 
that similar conditions exist throu5hout 
the West and that other States have 
equR.lly meritorious projects and ones of 
equal urgency. I support fully the state
ments of my western colleagues in behalf 
of their projects in realization that the 
reclamation developments in each State 
assist the economic welfare of all other 
States in the West and throughout the 
Nation. The appropriations requested 
for the Bureau of Reclamation as to con
tinuation of construction and the plan
ning of potential projects are very mod
est appropriations in relation to the need 
for them and their economic and finan
cial soundness. I urge the favorable ac
tion of this House in restoring in full the 
appropriation requests for the Bureau of 
Reclamation. 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last 10 words. 

The Bureau of Reclamation is an 
agency engaged in the investigation, 
construction, and operation of a great 
program that is designed to aid in the 
development of the water and land re
sources of the West. We in Montana 
are especially interested in this program, 
since we have within our State the head
waters of the Missouri River · and the 
Yellowstone River. The maximum de
velopment of the soil and water re
sources of these river basins is of the 
greatest importance to us. And the 
reductions in the budget estimates for 
the Bureau of Reclamation concern us 
deeply. 

If the present amounts recommended 
for the Bureau of Reclamation cannot 
be increased in the House today, I be
lieve that we must press for immediate 
release of the funds which the President 
has frozen from previous appropriations. 
In that direction lies the only hope we 

have of continuing with our develop
ment work. If these funds are released 
and if the Bureau of Reclamation goes 
to ·work conscientiously to use them to 
the best possible advantage, the develop
ment in my district may be able to pro
ceed in an orderly manner -during the 
next year. There are, however, some 
particular items which deserve atten
tion. The different estimates made bY 
the committee and by the Bureau of 
Reclamation as to the amounts of 
money held over from former years and 
the amounts which will be available for 
the coming year make the consideration 
of some of our projects rather difficult. 

We are told that the Missouri Basin 
project has a total of $10,000,000 in hold
over funds. With the $9.000,000 recom
mended in this bill, that wm make a 
total of $19,000,000 available during the _ 
next fiscal year, more than $2,000,000 
above the 1947 appropriation. How
ever, the Bureau advises me that the 
committee report on page 20 ·specifically 
forbids the use of any of this $19,000,000 

· for any project in the preconstruction 
stage. Specific provision is made for 
the expenditure of some of this money 
on only five of the projects, in phases 
B and C. I hope that this situation can 
be corrected. 

We have in my district only one proj
ect which is ready for work and can be 
completed in the coming year. That is 
the · Savage unit of the Yellowstone 
:Pumping project, and the Bureau advises 
me that money can be made available 
for that project, which will irrigate 2,200 
acres. There will be some money from 
hold-over funds for continuation of the 
studies on our other projects, but I feel 
that more adequate provisions should 
be made for general investigations and 
surveys. 

I might mention also the Hungry Horse 
project in western Montana in which 
we are very interested. The estimate 
for this project was reduced from $4,500,-
000 to $1,550,000. This is in addition 
to some $888,000 in carry-over funds. 
It is my understanding that the Bureau 
of Reclamation is ready to proceed with 
construction of 'this project in 1948, and 
it should have adequate funds to prose
cute the work. 

The people of my district want econ
omy. We realize that costs are high and 
there are many impediments in the path 
of construction work this year. But we 
also must insist that adequate funds 
be provided to maintain and prepare our 
projects for construction when funds 
becomt available. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr; Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last 11 words . . 

People of the western part of the coun
try are, according to press reports from 
every section of it, very disturbed be
cause of the proposed cuts in Interior 
Department appropriations. Nearly 
every community, in some way, is affect
ed by these drastic cuts. I think it is 
true that the people want economy and 
are willing, as I am, to see some cuts 
made in personnel and elsewhere. It 
seems to me, however, that this bill was 
written with the intention of doing harm 
to the whole Interior program, with 
especial emphasis placed on the Recla
mation Bureau, which most people be-

lieve is one of the most efficient and re
liable agencies of the Government. 

Of all the Interior appropriations that 
have been made · in my State of Utah, 
nearly without exception every dollar 
that is due the Government has been 
paid. So it is not a question, in my 
opinion, of bad faith on the part of the 
Interior Department or upon the people 
who obligate themselves to pay the loans 
that are made. · 

Take the Provo River project, for in
stance-a project that is most vital to 
the whole area that it is intended to 
serve, _including Salt Lake City. Salt 
Lake City is very much· concerned about 
its culinary water. supply. Other com
munities and interests in the Salt Lake 
Valley are likewise concerned-so con
cerned, in fact, that when the Bureau 
of ReClamation told them that the 
project would have to be delayed because 
of high costs as a result of the war, they 
voluntarily, by referendum, voted to in
crease their contribution 50 percent, so 
that this project could be completed to 
.assure them a continued water ·supply. 
The committee, in its report, praised to 
the sky this kind of cooperation, but it 
did not mean a thing when the appro
priation was made. 

For this project the Bureau of Recla
mation recommended that upward of 
$3,000,000 could be spent next year to 
speed the completion of this project. 
The Bureau of the Budget recommended 
$1,430,000, with a carry-over of $1,500,-
000, making $2,943,000 available. In 
spite of the local people's willingness to 
speed up this project, what did this com
mittee do but cut off $430,000 and make 
an appropriation of $1,000,000, which is 
about one-third of what could economi
cally be spent to continue the construc
tion of this project. This would indicate 
that the people were anxious and willing 
to make a contribution, but that seemed 
to make no difference to the committee 
who wrote this bill. 

This project could and should be com
pleted in 2 or 3 years. Men and mate
rials are available to get the job done, 
but under the appropriations indicated 
in this bill, instead of taking 3 years to 
complete, it would take 9. 

· The same situation exists in the Bu
reau of Land Management. As you 
know, there has been considerable argu
ment regarding the fees charged for 
grazing purposes. The users of the rahge 
are trying to cooperate willingly with 
the committee, to the extent . that they 
have almost doubled their fees, yet this 
cooperation meant nothing to the com
mittee. They simply appropriated the 
Grazing Service out of existence. 

The same thing could be said for the 
Fish and Wildlife Service. We have had 
a controversy going on for years between 
the stockmen on the one hand, who 
thought there were too many wild game, 
and the sportsmen on the other hand, 
who thought there were too few game. 
It is. a serious problem, not only to my 
State but to all the range States. I was 
instrumental a year ago in having a small 
appropriation made to cooperate with 
the State fish and game department, the 
Big Game Commission, the Utah State 
Agricultural College, and the Grazing 
Service, to work out a program to settle 
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this controversy. The college, the State 
fish and game department, and the Fish 
and Wildlife Service cooperated in this 
undertaking. This committee, by its ac
tion, has eliminated the funds that would 
make this cooperation possible upon 
the part of the Fish and Wildlife Service. 

So I am convinced that 1~ is not a 
que~tion of bad faith or bad business 
on the part of the Interior Depa~tment, 
or upon the part of the people. :u seems · 
to me to be a clear case where the major
ity of the subcommittee and the full com
mittee, for that matter, is opposed to the 
things that are done through the Inte
rior Department, whose activities are pri
marily carried on in the 11 Western 
States. I think the people ought to know 
this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Utah has expired. 

WATER POWER DEVELOPMENT 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word, and I as~ 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include the data for 
which previous permission was granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

-There was no objection. . 
_Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, one 

thing that alarms me is the drive to de
stroy the power program of this Gov
ernment. As I have said before, elec
tricity is the lifeblood of our advancing 
civilization. The cheaper the rates the 
more freely it flows, and the more freely 
it :flows the greater are its benefits to 
mankind. 

The power business is a public busi
ness. Electricity has become a necessity 
of our modern life. No home, no busi
ness establishment, is complete without 
it. It must be h~ndled by a monopoly, 
and the water power of the Nation al
ready belongs to the Federal Govern
ment. Therefore, as I said, we are deal
ing with a public business. 

Fourteen years ago I was coauthor of 
the bill creating the Tennessee Valiey 
Authority, along with Senator Norris, of 
Nebraska. It has resulted in the great
est development of ancient or modem 
times. 

I led the fight here on this :floor to pre
vent making a low dam of Grand Coulee. · 

I )lave supported the development of 
the water power of this Nation in every 
State of this Union. 

When I came to Congress the country 
was using only 40,000,000,000 kilowatt
hours of electricity a year. Last year we 
used more than 220,000,000,000. When 
we were trying to create the Tennessee 
Valley Authority we were told we had 
more power than we could use. If it had 
not been for the TVA and the Columbia 
River development we would not have 
the atomic bomb today, and there is no 
telling the lives we would have lost in 
conquering Japan. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman,·will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to say to 
the gentleman that he bas made a splen
did fight during the years for public 

power, but I hope he does not quit now 
or slow down to any degree, because the · 
greatest fight of his life is just ahead of 
him to save· for the American people 
what he has done so much to gain. 

Mr. RANIQ:N. I thank the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

I am fighting on principle and not on 
politics. I am not making this a parti
san issue. I expect to carry on the bat
tle •for the development of the water 
power of this Nation ·and to extend rural 
electrification to every farm home in 
Am3rica, as long as I am in the House. 

Last year, as I said, we used approxi
mately 220,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours of 
electricity. There are 230,000,000,000 
kilowatt-hours of hydroelectric power 
now ·going to waste in our navigable 
streams and their tributaries every year. 

. Six billion of it is. in our side of the St. 
Lawrence, which we have tried to get 
you to develop. Yes, I have supported 
these projects . practically from the Pe
nobscot to the Rio Grande, and I shall 
continue that drive until our water power 
is all developed and supplied to our peo
ple at the rates based upon the cost of 
generation, transmission and distribu-
tion. · 

Eleven years ago, in 1936, the Interna
tional Power Conference met here. And 
what did their report show? It showed 
that the American people only had one 
farm out of 10 electrified; that Germany 
had 90 percent of her farms electrified, 
that Japan had 90 percent, Italy had 94 
percent, France had 94 percent, and even 
New Zealand, a new alid sparsely settled 
country, had 65 percent of her farms 
electrified. 

I was leading the fight then for rural 
electrification. We now have 52 percent 
of our farms electrified. We should have 
100 percent. If we can pour money into 
Europe through UNRRA by the billions' 
of dollars to provide a joyride for minor
ity groups, we certainly can afford to 
carry on this program of developing the 
water power of the Nation before our 
coal supply is exhausted, and in extend
ing rural electrification to every farm 
home in every State in the Union. 

Why, you sealed up the Ohio River 
25 years ago. Ohio is rapidly depleting 
her coal supply, yet there are from 
seven to twelve billion kilowatt-hours of 
electricity in the Ohio River going to 
waste every year, that the people of Ohio 
now need, and will need for all time to 
come. 

Again, they are trying to make you 
believe that we have a surplus of elec
tricity in the country now. That · is a 
mistake. The people, and especially the 
farmers, are begging for electricity in 
every section of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi bas expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

Mr. HALLECK. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Chairman, and I am not 
going to object to the gentleman's re
quest, I realize that there may be a num
ber of Members who want to speak who 
did not have an opportunity to speak 
during general debate. On the other 
hand, it is hoped, I am quite sure, on 

both sides, that we can make reasonable 
progress in the consideration of this 
measure, which we hope to dispose of to
day. If we dispose·of it today, then it is 
our plan to adjourn over tomorrow. So 
I trust that the requests for extensions 
of time beyond the 5 minutes can be 
limited hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I want 

to refer to the statement made a few mo
ments ago by the gentleman .from Cali
fornia [Mr. JOHNSON]. If the Raker 
Act had been enforced, and the Central 
Valley project had been developed and 
handled in the same way the power is 
being handled in the Tennessee Valley 
area, or along the Columbia River, the 
people of California would be saving 
about $80,000,000 a year on their elec
tric lights and power. I am going to 
put into the RECORD the statistics show
ing the overcharges in every State in 

· 1945, and I am going to put into the 
RECORD the statistics showing what is 
being done in the Tennessee Valley area 
in providing cheap electricity to the peo
ple of that section. 

I know they tell you we pay no taxes. 
That is not true. We pay more in lieu 
of taxes in my town on our light and 
power system than the private power 
companies were paying anywhere in the 
State on the same amount of invest
ments when they were in complete con
trol. Besides we pay the overhead and 
also pay the city 6 percent on its in
vestment in the distribution system, and · 
that is as much as anybody is entitled 
to. We pay that into the town treas
ury. Yet in January of 1932 our do
mestic consumers used an average of 42 
kilowatt-hours a month, which cost them 
$3.96. In January of this year the do
mestic consumers of my town used an 
average of 283 kilowatt-hours of elec
tricity for which they paid not $3.96, but 
$3.02.· In other words, we are bringing 
electricity down within reach of every 
human being. Until you do that all over 
the country and get it to the American 
people at the proper rates, you are not 
going to have a prosperous and con
tented population throughout the entire 
country. 

You are making a mistake to try to 
cut out this power development. You are 
making a mistake to fight it in your own 
section of the country, bem}use nothing 
that we could do would be of greater 
service than to develop that power and 
to distribute it as we are distributing it 
in the Tennessee Valley area and along 
the Columbia River. 

In 1945 the people of New York State 
were overcharged $236,000,000 for their 
electricity. 

If we bad developed the St. Lawrence 
and given them a yardstick it would have 
saved the people of New York probably 
$200,ooo;ooo a year on their light and 
power bills alone. Of all the poor people 
who are hit hard when a depression 
comes, they are the poor people in a great 
city. There, as on the farms. they need 
the cheapest electrical power that can be 
provided. It does more to relieve the 
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drudgery and inspire hope and stimulate 
pride and make the. individual feel that 
he is a part of this great country than 
anything else that we have ever done. 

I shall continue to fight for the de
velopment of the water power of this 
Nation in every section of the cou~try 

and for its distribution at rates based 
upon the cost of generation, transmis
sion, and distribution. In that way we 
can make America strong and power
ful-the strongest and most powerful 
nation the world has ever seen. I hope 
when the time comes to consider that 

provision eliminating the Power Division 
of the Department of the Interior that it 
will be stricken from the bill. 

If you want to know what residential 
and commercial users should pay for 
their electricity, examine the following 
table of TV A statistics: 

Electri~ity sales statistics-Retail distribution of electricity at TVA resale rates, January 1947 

Wholesale purchases 

Kilowatt. 
demand Kilowatt-hours .Cl 

Distributors (grouped according to ~ 
0 

fiscal1946 gross revenue) s s'"' El"' ~ e·! ::s£ -~ '-rn .. s§ £ 
~ 

"'::I ,g · 
tlno •;< 8 d ~-~ '1:! I • 

0 "'N 0 

"' ~ ~ ..... ~ .o<~> 0 
oP. ...:l 

--
MUNICIPAL DISTRIBUTORS 

Group A (over $750,000): Pet. 
· Chattanooga, Tenn _________________ 141,026 141,026 68,509,600 39 65 

Huntsville, Ala._------------------- 23, 396· 23.622 9, 500,928 21 55 
Knoxville, Tenn ___________________ • 82,033 82,033 40,296,340 -25 . 66 
Memphis, Tenn ________________ ~ ---- 129, 719 131.127 67,302,732 14 70 

·Nashville, Tenn ____ : __________ : _____ 123. 182 123.182 51, 153, 189 27 56 
Group B ($251 ,000 to $750,000): 

Bowling Green, Ky ----------------- . 4, 903 4,938 l, 973,294 28 54 
Bristol, 'l'enn __ --------------------- 6.829 6,829 2, 940,754 20 58 
Bristol, Va ______________ ------- _____ 7, 341 7, 341 3,044,-637 30 56 
Clarksville, Tenn.------.------------ 8.892, 9,036 4, 210,680 33 64 
Cleveland, Tenn ____________________ 9,400' 9,400 3, .IJ06, 000 21 56 
Clinton, Tenn_. -------------------- ti;lh7 ti, 187 2, ti21, L:iil ~7 57 
Columbia, Tenn ____________________ 8,098 8,098 3, 051,960 17 51 
Decatur, Ala ________________________ 16,000 16,000 6, 951, coo 34 58 
Florence, Ala. __ -------------------- 9, 265 !!,065 3, 254,509 47 56 
Jackson, 'l'enn. _ -------------------- 12,384 12,528 6, 165,360 14 67 
Johnson City, Tenn _________________ 1'2, 71<! 12, 714 5,GW, 686 29 60 
La Follette, Tenn .. __________________ 6,888 6,888 2, 766,355 15 54 
Maryville, Tenn ____________________ 6, 237 6,320 2, 746,359 28 59 
McMinnville, Tenn _________________ 5,126 5, 126 1, 999, 500 26 52 
Murfreesboro, Tenn _________________ 5, 256 5, 28!) 2, 080, C!?5 24 53 
Sheffield, Ala _____ ________ ---------- 7, 462 8,159 3, 113, 400 11 56 

Group C ($101,000 to $250,000) : 
Albertville, Ala ________ _____________ 2, 700 2, 700 1, 119,600 23 56 
Athens, Ala ___________ -------------- 3, 770 4, 517 1, 48'7, 161 33 53 
Athens, Tenn _______________________ 5,129 5,129 2, 031,405 32 53 
Bessemer, Ala _______________________ 3, 214 3,323 1, 295,237 19 54 
Carroll County, Tenn _______________ 3, 524 3, 524 1, 219,818 26 47 
Columbus, Miss ____________________ 5,2EO 15,850 2, 106,000 17 48 
Dickson, 'l'enn __ .. ---------------- __ 3,234 3, 234 1, 326, 200 25 55 
Elizabethton. Tenn _________________ f-,013 5, 013 1, 885, 341 58 Iii 
Erwin, Tenn ________________________ 3,047 3,047 1,287, W3 21 57 
Fayetteville, Tenn __________________ 2, 280 2, 280 910,980 27 54 
Gallatin, Tenn ______________________ 2, 256 2, 256 £07,200 45 54 
Greeneville, Tenn _______ : __________ _ 4,408 4, 506 1, 806,267 28 55 
Harri~an

1 
Tenn ____________________ 4, 545 4,545 2, 149,200 19 64 

Hopkmsv1lle, Ky _ ------------------ 4,023 4,023 1, 758, 753 32 59 
Lawrenceburg, Tenn ________________ 2, 306 2,404 838,598 33 49 
Lebanon, Tenn.-------------------- 3, (:32 3,032 1, 196,800 44 53 
Lenoir City, Tenn __________________ 5, 256 5, 256 2,139,800 19 55 
Lewisburg, Tenn ____________________ 4,400 .4, 400 1, 764, coo 118 M 

Kr~~~~\~~·l~:::::::::::::::::::: 2,053 2, 053 7~1. 506 26 51 
2,E87 2,887 1, 187, S68 47 _55 

Milan, Tenn ________________________ 2, 999 ~. 999 1, 166, 069 25 52 
Mount Pleasant, Tenn. ------------ 5,992 5,992 2,{i38, 380 20 59 
Murray, Ky __ - - -------------------- 2,340 2, 340 924,898 73 53 
New Albany . Miss __________________ 2,124 2,160 802,800 24 51 
Newport. Tenn.-------------------- 2, 514 2, 514 l, 071, 600 37 57 
Paris, Tenn._------------------------ 3,816 3,816 1, 497, 600 25 53 
Pulaski Tenn ___________ -------- ____ 4,010 4, 212 1, f\39, 799 8 55 
Ripley, Tenn •• --------------------- 2,016 2,1:43 724.080 23 48 
Rockwood, Tenn __________________ _ 2,520 2, 520 1, 140,000 21 61 
Russellville, Ala. __ ----------------- 3,586 3,C03 1, 143,040 23 43 
Shelbyville. Tenn ___________________ 5,504 li, 504 2, 470,800 26 60 
Springfield. Tenn ... ------·--------- 2, 478 2,478 1, 008,000 34 55 
Tupelo, Miss .. -------------------- .. 4. 620 4,1\20 1, 7P7. 500 ' 23 52 
Tuscumbia, Ala--------------------- 3, 462 3, 534 1, 333,420 58 52 
Wcakll'y Gonnty. Tenn . ------------ 3,618 3,fi18 1, 449. 001) 57 54 

Group D ($51,000 to $1 00,000): 
1,008 19 Aberdeen. Mis.~--------------------- 1,040 416,000 li5 

Amory, Miss ___ _____________________ 97ti 976 417, noo 10 I'.S 
Boli'\"ar, Tenn ... ------------------- - 1~~0 1, 452 405,930 12 49 
Browns'\"ille, Tenn __________________ 1,040 1,056 ' 37G, SOO ~9 49 
Cookrvillr. Tt'nn ____________________ 2,00() 2,000 2(124. 000 191 42 
Dayton, Tenn.--------------------- 1,363 1, 375 604,560 ~5 60 
Etowah, Tenn •• -------------------- 1, 566 1, 566 652.800 39 56 
Fort Payn!', Ala ____________________ 2,172 2,172 StiR, 000 50 53 
Franklin, Ky __ --------------------- 875 ~75 340,313 29 52 
Guntersville, Ala __ -·--------------- 2, 520 2, 520 1, 077, 200 30 57 
Holly Springs, Miss _________________ 1, ~09 1, 237 474,151 27 53 
Humboldt, Tenn •• --- ~------------- 1,460 1, 510 634,000 17 58 
Jellico, Tenn. __ ---------- ___________ 1, 344 1, 344 499, 200 17 50 
Loudon, Tenn.---------"----------- I, 947 1, 947 764, 400 22 53 
Louisvill!' Miss--------------------- 1, 628 1, 628 641, 270 26 53 
Murph f. N. C---------------------- 1, 395 1, 422 547, zoo 26 53 
Okolona, Miss.--------------------- 1, 464 1, 464 515,800 19 47 
Philadelphia, Miss __________________ 1, 840 1,840 644,000 44 47 
Rus~ellville, KY--------------------- 1,190 1, 230 416,000 25 47 
Scottsboro, Ala._------------------- 1, 872 1,872 670,400 24 48 
Sevierville, Tenn ____________________ 1. 729 2,031 744,480 46 58 

1121.200 kilowatt.-hours generated by Lawrenceburg's own plant not included. 
:304,000 kilowatt-hours generated by Cookeville's own plant not included. 

I Numb" ol "'"'om"' 
"' ::s 

.Cl £ 0 
.Cl ~ d 
~ 0 0 

El El "' !!; tlJl 
.9 .Cl c.; ·2 ~· ~ "' 2 ::s ... 0 
, <I) El .... 'tl 
0. I: '1:! 
"' ] § <I) 

~ 
'tl 

0 
~ 

'tl 
E-< ~ 

----------

Pet. 
3. 59 51,702 21 194 
4. 31 12,102 24 217 
3. 73 · 48,614 18 164 
3.63 89,267 13 711 
4.12 71,652 10 240 

4. 80 6,082 2 102 
4. 52 ' 6,662 25 124-
4. 57 4,855 21 43 
3. 96 4, 077 0 39 
4. 29 5, 412 16 42 
4. 7:.! 4, 977 56 Hi 
5.18 5, 621 23 37 
4. 30 5, E63 0 46 
3.86 7, 554 28 49 
3. 79 8, f\70 17 66 
4. 27 10,389 36 27 
5.13 3, 758 17 -3 
4. 23 5, 181 19 37 
5. 09 5, 061 :<:8 66 
4. 80 4, C36 16 70 
4. 02 4, 724 35 96 

4. 77 1, 523 0 49 
4. 74 4, ]19 57 09 
4.99 4, 215 14 45 
4.28 4, 650 0 18 
5. 21 3,852 38 37 
4. 75 4, 743 0 36 
5. 05 3, 341 42 27 
4.82 5, 735 53 84 
4. 64 2,'277 51 32 
4.95 1, 662· 0 15 
4. !l6 1, 921 1 -1 
4. 99 5,051 M 21 
4.48 3,S69 37 33 
4.40 4, 253 1 14 
5.3!J 3, 230 ~7 22 
4.86 2, 271i 4• 14 
4. €0 4,092 ~9 18 
4.62 1, cos 1 11 
5~ 43 ' 2,~61 26 187 
4. 76 3,183 0 20 
4.89 2,042 {6 7 
4. 91 1, 432 4 7 
5.00 1,1130 1 20 
5.1:: 2,671 35 41 
4. 73 3,042 ·60 1 
4. 75 3,804 36 50 
5.18 3,:276 45 35 
5.34 2, 232 15 14 
4. 55 2,349 30 21 
5.69 1, 702 3 20 
4.1il 2, 782 () 22 
4. !10 1,1?03 0 15 
4. 69 3,059 3 23 
4. 38 1, 724 0 11 
4. 71 4.677 38 119 

5. 2'2 1,374 3 -21 
5.12 1, 41i0 13 -1 
5. 48 1, 231 33 5 
5.62 1, l!i6 0 17 
5. 00 1, 630 0 30 
4. 95 1, fJOR 20 12 
4. 9fi 1,643 23 30 
5. OJ 1;1l88 0 7 
li. 50 1, 279 0 10 
4. 72 1, 480 13 13 
5. 45 I, 408 35 14 
4.88 ], 761 2 2 
5.41 1, 980 44 17 
5. 37 2,124 32 3 
5. 21 1, 540 0 7 
5.16 925 13 9 
5. 77 1, 376 50 27 
5. 39 1, 424 14 12 
5. 67 1, 442 2 25 
6. 31 1, 390 0 8 
4-M 1, 607 38 -4 

Residential customer statistics Commercial 
service 

- s 1::: ~ ~ t Average kilowatt- ~ ~;, ::s ~ <:) "' El hours per customer 0 ....... ... !!; 
d,uring month ~ 

... "'::S · al.Cl :§£ .s al,_. Jl_g 0.+> O.::s mill 

~ 
.l<ld 

"' rnO t.o~ g~ 0 !!; j~ !:::+> ... s ... .9 ·-"' 0 ~~ 
.o ... <1) .. :.;;; "' ..!>al O.::s 

~ ~lit +>8 0 ;.1 .0 d'- ;s .,.o 

~ § ~ s :a ~ 8.!<1 
.Cl ~~ .9 ~ 

"' 0 0 <I) 1>-
~ 

<I) z ~ E-< ~ < p... ·o 
-------------------

45,585 413 346 347 . 167 1.33 3 710 1.90 
10.356 153 262 242 95 1. 49 7 516 1.88 
42, flU 283 305 304 141 1. 41 3 727 1. 58 
74,379 ::!40 135 140 101 2.07 • 480 2.44 
60.674 339 " 297 . 299 181 1. 43 3 592 1. 66 

5,092 220 114 116 84 2. 22 8 876 1. 69 
5,665 157 217 200 111 1.71 4 . 499 1. 94 
4,000 164 192 191 100 1. 74 9 657 1. 74 
3,272 ------ 340 340 148 1. 02 3 729 1. 28 
4. 544 222 252 250 100 1. 48 6 563 1. 68 
4; 173 107 157 149 75 1. t6 7 482 I. 91 
4, 692 267 ~66 266 113 1. 48 11 577 1.60 
4, 991 ------ 355 355 100 l. 01 4 736 1. 28 
6, 378 148 343 300 126 1.17 5 515 1. 49 
7, 528 364 184 187 97 1. 72 4 589 1.66 
8729 116 1!!6 179 .!l5 1. 79 10 539 1.84 
3:116 134 168 164 73 1.71 7 496 1.86 
4,::!83 335 324 325 149 1. 05 4 669 1. 26 
3, 962 133 223 214 82 1.5 8 398 2.00 
3,002 234 321 . 322 151 1. 20 5 465 1.56 
4,067 206 286 ~79 110 1. 41 7 523 1.69 

1, 252 __ ,.. ___ 363 363 167 1. 27 6 C47 1. 6.'3 
3, 485 187 330 261 82 1.36 12 511 1. 61 
3,590 176 244 237 89 1. 50 6 684 1.69 
3,946 ------ 136 136 82 1. 93 9 1:56 1. 72 
3,038 100 249 205 75 1. 56 8 235 2.08 
3, 943 ------ 185 185 95 1.29 5 509 1.38 
2, 782 111 202 179 78 1.63 10 421 1.62 
4, 815 142 212 210 104 1. 65 4 410 1.99 
.1, 941 130 204 196 100 1. 72 5 440 1.90 
1,336 ------ ::!10 310 121 1.04 4 672 1. 28 

. 1, 518 407 229 231 108 1. 39 6 584 1.46 
4,176 122 245 187 86 1. 71 7 571 1. 73 
3,375 209 212 212 92 1. 62 5 622 1.60 
3,402 505 141 143 92 2. 00 7 1:43 1. 71 
2, 587 110 186 170 75 1. 78 10 333 2.14 
1,823 271 299 298 130 1. 23 5 583 1.44 
3, 55() 187 251 243 93 1. 48 8 645 1.54 
1, 283 176 348 346 190 1.03 4 703 1.29 
1,811 112 275 239 92 ]. 59 8 370 2.16 
2,007 ------ 131 131 82 2.03 6 505 1. 70 
1, 718 191 380 319 90 ]. 26 6 673 1.'51 
1, 201 306 241 243 98 1. 50 5 567 1.66 
1, 483 212 260 259 115 ]. 49 8 449 1. 78 
2,111 !)8 2~2 205 71 1. 51 10 368 2.11 
2,1i86 94 208 165 61 1. 62 11 582 1. 65 
3,175 123 251 230 98 1. 55 7 535 1. 84 
2, 664 189 259 237 93 1. 52 7 425 1. 76 
1, 673 178 156 158 79 1. 79 8 386 1.92 
1. 964 165 274 263 98 1. 46 8 6~4 1. 70 
1, 461 226 221 221 84 1. so 12 596 1. 67 
2,194 ------ 274 274 118 1.45 5 572 1.85 
1,3{16 

"45i' 227 227 87 l. 35 7 545 1. 50 
2,469 280 283 114 1. 07 5 630 1. 30 
1, 487 ------ :349 34!1 1!)2 1. 33 5 1)6(i 2. 00 
3.9Q.'l 95 231 179 77 1. 69 10 383 2.02 

1,053 169 179 178 Rli 1. 70 7 391 1.86 
1,186 275 137 142 86 1. 93 8 491 ]. 77 

924 155 2G2 241 Sf! ]. 45 6 ~07 1.92 
871 ------ 178 178 89 1. P2 7 rl()(l 1. 82 

1, 239 ------ 290 wo 10::! 1. 43 11 848 1. 67 
1, 261 14R 266 249 \JO 1. 43 6 600 1.60 
], 434 135 230 2~4 104 1.:08 6 610 1.80 
1,394 ............. 289 289' 117 1. 25 5 571l 1.49 

93'9 ------ !lO 90 54 2. 29 12 390 2.06 
1, :?:15 58 340 311 112 1. 03 9 5GB 1.37 
1, 075 172 289 :167 79 1. 36 12 345 2.29 
1, 423 149 134 138 70 ]. 92 8 396 1.93 
1, 682 61 95 1)3 47 2. 07 17 383 1. 96 
1, 862 210 213 213 83 1. 54 8 522 I. 66 
1, 197 .,. _____ 153 153 7'i 1.82 9 363 1. 97 

674 181 340 328 105 1. 27 11 671 1.67 
1,148 163 366 280 78 1. 35 15 352 2.56 
1,124 56 285 285 89 1. 34 10 487 1. 75 
1, 071 309 101 105 €6 2.17 12 374 2.10 
1,133 ------ 333 383 150 1.32 6 687 1.57 
1, 207 145 258 245 77 1.42 14 607 L74 
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Electricity sales statistics-Retail distributton ot electrfcity at TVA'resaZe rates, January1947-Continued 

Wholesale purchases Number of customers Residential customer statistics 

"' ~ .Q Cl .s .s f Average kilowatt-Kilowatt 0 Cl :;;; Kilowatt-hours ,Q ~ 
G) hours per customer 0 demand r:: r:: a ;::; 0 0 during month i ~~ Distributors (grouped according to ~ a a .s 0 

fiscal 1946 gross revenue) a ~ 
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cs.S ... ;:.. 0 :;;; t)~ 
a§ '-oo c.> g 0 
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~ ~ r;:: .... 't:l "' 3 Q) 

~ ~ ] :a r:: 
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~ ,<:lC!l 0 ~ 0 ~ 't:l dl 0 C!l ~ 

~ ~ ... 0~ ..:I 8 ~ -<: F-1 0 8 ~ -<: 
-----------------1---

XUNICJPA.L DISTRIBUTORS-COntinued 

Group D (~51 ,000 to $100,000)-Con. Pet. Pet. 
Starkville, Miss __ --·--------------·- 2, 576 2,576 1,036,800 32 54 4. 91 1, 697 6 14 1,433 314 181 183 98 1. 31 
Sweetwater, Tenn ___________________ 2, 304 2,304 887,200 33 52 5. 30 1, 799 40 19 1,536 221 245 239 82 1. 44 
Tarrant City, Ala ___________________ 1, 049 1, 054 402,963 13 52 4. 85 1,336 0 2 1,181 ------ 206 206 126 1. 76 
Trenton, Tenn __ ____ _______________ _ I. 920 1,920 736,000 35 52 5.10 1,100 0 -1 871 ------ 336 336 113 1.00 
Water Valley, Miss·---------~------ 924 924 363,600 19 53 5. 39 1,088 7 1 865 212 230 230 80 1. 46 
West Point, Miss.-- ------------- --- 1, 136 1,108 484,800 20 57 4. 95 1, 466 0 9 1,171 ------ 137 137 83 1. 95 
Winchester, Tenn.----·------------- 1, 482 1,482 560,400 27 51 5. 22 1, 345 13 0 1,075 118 290 280 125 1. 43 

Group E ($50,000 or less): 
~65 465 188,400 35 54 5. 67 767 2l -2 627 103 118 117 58 2.03 Benton, Ky · ----- ----------------- --Benton County, Tenn. _____________ 744 744 272,400 32 49 5. 75 983 25 9 791 137 177 175 70 1.69 

Courtland, Ala_ ----------------·--- 312 528 . 124, 800 16 54 5.83 385 0 -5 304 ------ 287 287 53 1.25 

~~~~~l'kt~~~~======:::::::::::::::: I. 066 1,110 400, 800 53 51 5. 40 1,033 0 5 841 ------ 229 229 89 1.16 
608 608 215, 200 18 48 5. 93 611 0 11 457 ------ 206 206 95 1. 60 

Muscle Shoals, Ala __________________ 639 639 217,200 12 46 5.31 457 0 3 420 ------ 482 482 376 1.16 
Newbern, T enn _____________________ 560 620 207,300 27 50 5.80 568 0 3 445 --426- 232 232 97 1. 52 
Somerville, Tenn _______________ ____ _ 660 864 256,800 24 52 5. 51 513 -13 5 369 344 350 118 1. 23 

COOPERATIVE DIST: ffiUTORS 

Group B ($251,000 to $750,000): 
5,883 8,395 72 Cumberland EMC, Tennessee •••••. 5,844 1, 976,862 43 45 5.56 117 7,372 151 172 159 73 1.88 

Duck River EMC, Tennessee __ _____ 10,888 11,089 4, 201.602 -7 52 5.41 9,591 66 121 8,275 155 213 180 76 1. 69 
Gibson County EMC, Tennessee ... 9,952 11,262 3, 373,731 30 46- 5.34 11,249 65 181 9, 717 131 213 162 65 1. 73 
Middle Tennessee EMC, Tennessee. 6,868 6,971 2, 541, 1 4 38 50 5.24 8,347 86 161 7,198 189 219 196 . ~4 1. 68 
North Georgia EMC

0 
Georgia ______ _ 4, 735 4,966 I, 836,593 4 52 4. 69 8, 739 100 167 7,979 135 298 139 64 1.1l0 

Sequatchie Valley E , Tennessee ____ 8,852 9,084 4, 124, 440 61 63 4.64 4,891 35 40 3,995 166 182 179 74 1.66 
Volunteer EC, Tennessee _______ ____ 6,448 6,448 2,660. 250 43 55 5.05 7,8CO 53 72 6, 651 156 177 167 71 1.73 

Group C ($101,000 to $250,000): 
6, 314 54 4,371 36 Alcorn County EPA, Mississippi.. •• G,314 2, 524,400 26 •. 52 33 3, 630 168 395 330 117 1.02 

Appalachian EC, Tennessee _________ 5,581 5,581 2, 378,600 9 57 •. 76 3,644 60 28 3,116 155 196 174 64 1. 65 
Cullman EC, Alabama ______________ 2,064 2,220 709,200 30 46 5.46 5, 993 94 235 5,173 73 152 81 60 2. 51 
4-County EPA, Mississippi_ ________ 4,161 4,161 1, 510,284 5 49 5. 79 G, 455 i2 109 5, 451 145 175 152 59 1. 72 
Holston EC, T ennessee ______________ 2, 223 2, 340 1.022, 400 38 62 4.58 3, 676 81 22 3, 207 104 145 123 55 1.90 
Joe Wheeler EMC, Alabama.. _______ 2,252 3,090 767,000 36 46 5.83 3,292 75 54 2, 731 131 221 169 78 1. 76 
Lincoln County EMC, Tennessee .•. 2, 403 2,485 830,120 29 47 5.47 2,54~ 88 53 2,220 147 158 149 63 1.91 
Mar~:hall-DeKalb EC

0 
Alabama.. ____ 2, 756 3,340 915,600 36 45 6. 72 3, 788 72 138 3,2M 88 224 126 58 1.91 

Meriwether Lewis E , Tennessee ..• 3,304 3,394 1, 228, 551 38 00 6.53 3,560 37 77 2,810 118 191 173 72 1. 74 
Natchez Trace EPA, Mississippi.. .. 2,250 2, 292 801,300 40 48 5. 50 3, 752 60 51 3,073 68 185 135 66 1.84 
Pennyrile RECC, Kentucky ________ 3,022 3,022 1, 136,880 48 51 5. 43 4, 539 43 61 3, 730 182 162 171 82 1.86 
Pontotoc EPA, Mississ~L ------- 2, 220 2,400 786,600 :n 48 5.32 3,346 58 107 2,845 79 210 137 57 1. 76 
Prentiss County EPA, ississippL 2,343 2,448 841,800 38 48 6.53 2,933 53 38 2,488 103 331 198 67 1. 52 
Sand Mountain EC, Alabama ______ 1,938 2, 232 652,800 44 45 5. 74 3,1125 88 13 3,259 77 166 107 55 2.09 
Southwestern Tennessee EMC, 4,812 5,668 I. 742,666 33 49 5.33 5, 291 72 172 4,382 180 243 203 75 1. 57 

Tennessee. . 
Tallahatchie Valley EPA, Missls· 

sippi.---------------------------·- 2,364 2,364 895,600 27 51 5.09 4,372 87 115 3,810 ll6 308 126 55 1. 92 
Tomblgbee EPA, Mississippi__ _____ 2,682 3,240 1,017,000 46 51 5.04 6,049 70 118 li,Zl'l 81 185 114 54 1.94 
Tri-County EMC, Tennessee _______ 4,227 4,227 I. 63.'i, 840 46 52 5.22 8,594 60 243 7,141 71 135 96 49 2.21 
Upper Cumberland EMC, Tenne-

3,339 3,339 1,259,080 5.39 see. ________________ . __ _____ --- __ -- 62 51 5,581 61 125 4, 596 88 160 127 57 1. 91 
Warren RECC, Kentucky __________ 1, 942 1,942 608, 59(j 42 42 6.46 3,314 72 46 2,818 L'32 93· 118 67 2.12 
West Kentucky RECC, Kentucky_ 2,317 2, 573 706,474 62 41 6.56 8 4, 394 76 0 3 3, 879 3110 :89 SJ05 68 12.30 

Group D ($51,000 to $100,000): 
897 Caney Fork EC, Tennessee _________ 897 255,600 22 38 6.li0 2, 527 100 23 2,313 78 ------ 78 51 2. 55 

Central EPA, Mississippi__ _________ 1,197 1,197 403,200 44 45 5. 77 3,133 100 55 2, 746 79 128 83 55 2. 56 
Cherokee EC, Alabama _____________ 1,602 1, 917 561,600 40 47 5.49 4,368 87 93 3,988 65 274 88 50 2.22 
East Mississippi EPA, MississippL 1,174 1,174 378,200 34 43 6.28 1,894 76 7 1,654 80 202 105 60 2. 28 
Forked Deer EC, Tennessee ________ 1,150 1,159 336,520 65 39 6.56 2,900 100 167 2,711 88 ""299- 88 62 2. 30 
Fort Loudoun EC, Tennessee _______ I, 856 1, 856 717, 240 36 52 5.62 2, 862 86 27 2,550 143 161 68 1. 73 
Mountain EC, Tennessee ___________ I, 082 1.095 381,110 51 47 6.05 3,305 71 38 2, 750 69 94 74 45 2. 59 
North Alabama EC, Alabama ______ 1, 727 1, 911 642,200 20 50 5.82 2, 227 47 13 1,877 103 165 140 63 1.82 
Pickwick EMC, Tennessee _________ I, 476 1, 578 566, 518 liS 52 5.43 2, 756 53 71 2, 346 85 176 133 63 1. 92 
Plateau EC, Tennessee _____________ 1,364 I, 380 540,388 16 53 6. 20 1, 840 76 8 1,499 91 126 116 66 2.07 
Tennessee Valley EC, Tennessee ____ I, 681 I, 681 619, 150 50 liO 5. 72 2,351 25 94 1,906 125 184 178 66 1.66 
Tippah EPA, Mississippi__ _________ I, 302 1,620 463,200 41 47 5. 51 I, 741 38 24 1,375 83 199 166 61 1. 68 
Tishomingo County EPA, Missis- · ro 5.87 Grou;i~pl$5o,iii<ior-ies8): - -·------------ 1, 053 1,366 395,067 41 I, 747 35 20 1,429 69 233 172 61 1. 59 

Blue Ridge EA, Georgia ____________ 688 688 282,620 29 55 5.48 I. 893 74 6 1,550 72 167 95 45 2.10 
Chickasaw EC, Tennessee.~ -------- 1,026 1, 026 267, 105 28 35 6. 05 1, 270 75 24 1, 062 153 193 163 66 1. 72 
Hickman-Fulton Counties, RECC, 

Kentucky------- ---- -------- - ----- 958 958 298,379 58 42 6.18 1,690 100 59 1,592 137 94 130 75 2.19 
Monroe County EPA, MississiKfL 888 972 327,600 104 liO 5.69 1, 706 88 27 1,492 ll2 132 102 57 2. 09 
North East Mississippi EPA, is· 

954 sissippi.. ____ • _ •• ___ • ____ ------ __ -- 930 303,000 69 44 6.33 I, 202 100 -1 1,044 119 ~27 143 61 1. 73 
Private companies: _ 

Bells Light & Water Co., Tennessee. 388 540 120,800 27 36 6.62 396 0 6 306 ------ 178. 178 62 1. 60 
Franklin Power & Light Co.; Ten· 

nessee. __________ ------.- ---· ------ 1,920 1,95() 700,800 20 49 5.26 1,436 0 li 1,126 ------ 290 290 137 1. 43 
Tennessee Light & Power Co., Ken· 

tucky _ ---------------------------- 182 182 69,600 37 44 6. 75 253 21 0 189 223 176 185 82 1. 72 
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2,5 

2. 61 
I7 . 155 2. 77 

16 156 2.82 
10 156 3.06 

11 143 2. 79 

13 293 2.28 

4 511 1. 72 

7 200 2.47 --- -------------------------------Totals: 92 municipalities ____________________ ------·-- -------- 362, 633, 691 26 ------ 4.08 519,709 19 3,835 436,467 lll2 246 242 114 l.liO 4 554 1.82 
46cooperatives __ -------------------- 52,430,110 30 li.32 193,835 70 3,452 165,961 118 195 146 70 1. 81 13 286 2.15 3 ¥rivate companies _________________ 881,200 24 5.54 2, 065 2 11 1, 621 223 257 256 113 1.48 li 4.25 1.85 
1 VA direct operation (Copperhill)_ ------------ 2,489 28 . 32 2, 010 119 194 187 71 1. 63 10 376 2.05 -----------------------------/ 

Grand totaL---------------------- -------- 416,945,001 17 ------ 4.24 718,118 32 7,330 606,059 135 239 216 93 1.65 7 485 1.87 

1127,200 kilowatt-hours generated by Lawrenceburg's own plant not included. 
3 Total number of customers and total residential customers are those reported for December. During January distributor adjusted meter reading dates. Data for this month 

are therefore incomplete. 
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The following table shows the overcharges for electricity in 1945 s,ccording to the TV A rates, the Bonneville rates, and 

the Ontario rates: 
TABLE 4.-Totaz electric sales, 1945 

Estimated sales data f~ l!i45 Estimated revenues and consumer mvings under rates in effect in-

State Tennessee Valley Authority 
Number of Total kilowatt- Total revenues customers 

Alabama .• ___________________ ~ ________ 
397,343 Arizona. ______________________________ 
123,240 

Arkansas ____ -------------- ____________ 239, 610 California. ____________________________ 
2, 690.669 

Colorado. _______ ____ ---------- ________ 290, 123 Connecticut ___________________ ________ 
561, 788 

Delaware ________ _________ --------- ____ 76, 604 District of Columbia __ ________________ 204,680 Florida ________________________________ 
507, 692 

~~~t~= ::::::::: = = ==: ::::: = = == = =::::: 
480,435 
143, 175 Illinois_------ _________________ : _______ 2, 280,556 

Indiana.----- -- __ -------- ______ ------_ 1, 001, 334 Iowa. __ ----_. _________________________ 654, !186 Kansas ____ ----- ______________ • ___ • ____ 444,077 

f;~~~;!K::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 451, 437 
379,720 Mary land _____________________________ 
570,243 

Maine .. 247,601 
Massachusetts:::::::::::::::::::::::: 1, 366,307 
Michigan __ --- ------------ --------- --- 1, 624,779 
Minnesota. ________ ---- -- _-------- __ ._ 694., 831 

~f~~~~f~1::::::::::_- :::::::::::::::: 
192, 217 
899,724 

Montana ______ --------------------- ___ 119,877 
N ebr11ska. _ --------------------------- 293, 486 
Nevada. ____ ----------------: ____ _____ 33,068 
New Hampshire.--------------------- 160,238 
New Jersey __ ------------------------- 1, 369,446 
New Mexiro _ ------------------ _______ 78,748 
New York ___ ------------------------- 4, 244, lll6 
North Carolina.---------------------- 506,488 
North Dakota·------------------------ 101, 550 0 hio _____ _____________________________ 

2, 102,455 Oklahoma .. ___________________________ 410,669 
Oregon. _____ -------------------- _____ 357, 561 
Pennsylvania.--------------------- •• 2, 669,486 
Rhode Island._ ----------------------- 220,837 
South Carolina _____________ .---------- 241,715 
South Dakota.--------------------- ___ 104, 414 
Tennessee ..• _____ --------------------- 492, 447 Texas. ____________ • _____________ ______ 1, 288, 294 
Utah ___ ------------ ____ --------- ______ 159, 759 Vermont. _____ •• ___ • __________________ 96,950 

~~~~:itoii~:::::=:::::=:=:::::::::::: 525,453 
626, 155 

W·est Virginia . ..•••• -- ---------------- 353,857 
Wisconsin .. ----------.------------- __ 878,646 Wyoming _______ ._ .• _______ • __ • _____ ._ 54,091 

United States ___________________ 34,012,757 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman,' I ask unanimous con
sent to revise and extend my remarks and 
include certain excerpts for which per
mission was granted in the House. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANGELL. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent that debate on 
this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

Mr. LEMKE. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I move that debate on this paragraph 
and all amendments thereto, including 
the pro forma amendments, close in 10 
minutes, the last 5 minutes to be given 
to the gentleman from North Dakota 
[Mr. LEMKE]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RABIN. Mr. Chairman, a par

liamentary inquiry. What paragraph is 
the Clerk reading now? 

hours 
Revenues Savings 

5, 256, 433,000 $46,280,963 $28, 456, 21i3 $17, 824, 700 
1, 040, €04, 000 15, 310, 130 (j, 848,277 8, 461,853 
1, 164, 697, 000 22. 133,657 11, 47!l, 342 10,654, 315 

16,945, 730, OQO 264, 737. 662 1R3, 71\0, 513 80, ,:,77, 149 
1, 019, 34.5, 000 25,578,458 12,000,295 13,578, 163 
2, 562, 278, 000 60,513,348 27,838, 614 32,674,734 

402, 529, 000 7, 995,251 3, 793, 404 4, 201, ~47 
1, 650, 091, coo 20,293,342 14,334,773 5, 958, F.69 
2, 013, 826. 000 55,509, 457 22,307, 743 33, 201, 714 
3, 081, 422, 000 49,282,209 27, 00/i, 142 22,277,067 

960, 250, 000 13, E08, 983 8, '288, 1538 5, 220, 445 
12, 447, 559, 000 234, 652, 497 114, 899, 400 119, 753, 097 
5, 33S, 45\l, 000 101, 568, 026 51.777, 45fi 49,790, 570 
2, 268, 050, 000 54,873,868 26,976,438 27,897,430 
1, 864, 193, coo 42,195,886 20, 683,347 21,512,539 
2, 216, 169, 000 39,746,835 21,519, 756 18,227,079 
2, 399, 309, 000 40,687,643 18,758,682 21,928,961 
2, 828, 353, 000 52,442,650 20,320, 111 26, 122, 539 
1, 001, 485, 000 20,345,.546 9, 521,489 10,824,057 
4, 778, 717,000 125, 235, 772 54,458,589 70,777,183 
8, 219, 355, 000 156,193, 168 77,927, 633 78,265,535 
2, 601, 100, 000 63,694,358 31, 15!), 745 32,534,613 

871, 241,000 18,476,469 8, 985,182 9, 491, 287 
4, 106, 166, 000 79,868,158 41,970,793 37,897, 365 
1, 656, 341, 000 15,070,668 9, 419, 160 5, 651, E08 

994, 038, 000 $23,607, 195 U2,420,606 $11, 186, 589 
194, 298, 000 4, 024,497 1, 737,481 2, 287,016 

. 502, 570, 000 13, 7!l0, 266 6, 247,415 7, 542,851 
5, 878, 294, 000 131, 287, 963 co, 866, 244 70,421, 719 

268, 586, 000 8, 712, 638 3, 318, 550 5, 394, ()88 
~o. 195,384, ooo 407,006, 295 170, 6!l3, 192 236, 313, 103 
3, 818, 041, 000 55,489, ~53 32,122, :<63 23,367,590 

243, 887,000 9, 387, :<49 3, 904,176 5, 483,073 
13, 984,000, 000 218, 636, 4 45 118, 785, 961 !;9, 8/i~ 484 
1, 694, 892, GOO 37, 521,£76 18,194,038 19, 32 '!l38 
3, 465, 949, coo 35,473, 809 24,050,854 11,422,955 

17, 82fl, 064, 000 ~84, 503, 953 156, 350, 613 128, 153, 340 
853, 026, 000 21,937, :?34 !l, 468,876 12,468,358 

1, 833, 935, 000 25,281,403 14, SIOi. 912 10, 473,491 
277, 840, coo 9, 176, 720 3, 74(', 947 5, 435,773 

6, 527, 952, coo 46, 105, 441 34,632,674 11,472,767 
6, 783, 502, 000 124, 533, 931 62,882,042 61,651,889 

851, 053, coo 13, 891, 986 8, 024,898 5, 867,088 
324, 435, GOO 8, 542, to8 4, 148,310 4, 394,198 

2, 682,097,000 52,314,918 2.5, 342, !!40 26,971,978 
9, 486, 547, coo 66,654,829 47,878,393 18,776,436 
3, 167, 350, GOO 43,566,713 23,687,601 19, 879, 112 
4, 287, 691, 000 84,552,691 42,66R, 933 41,883,758 

163, 850, 000 4, 758,848 2, 076,953 2, 681,895 

195, 001, 983, 000 ;J, 356,954,36511,748, C42, 557 1, 608,411,808 

The CHAIRMAN. The first para
graph. 

BONNEVILLE, H. R. 3123 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, I am 
taking this time to discuss the appropria
tion for Bonneville in H. R. 3123. 

The Bonneville appropriation appears 
on page 5 of the bill, and· unless there is 
extended debate, it will no doubt be 
reached in a very short time. 

The Bonneville project is in my con
gressional district. I just returned last 
night by airplane from the west coast 
after attending the funeral of our late 
colleague, Mr. Norman, whose district ad
joins mine and includes part of Bonne
ville. The folks in that area are greatly 
disturbed over the question as to whether 
or not these great public works projects 
in the West are going to be carried for
ward or whether they are going to be very 
definitely restricted. Bonneville and 
Grand Coulee on the Columbia River oc
cupy a very strategic position. The Co
lumbia River itself is the second largest 
river in the United States and is the 
largest in potential hydroelectric power. 

During the war we produced the power 
on that river which supplied one-third 
of the aluminum which went into the 
airplane industry in the war effort which 
contributed very materially to the win-

Bonnev-ille Administration Ontario, Canada 

Revenues Savings Revenues Savings 

$32, 487, 939 $13, 793, 024 $30, 826, 281 $15, 454, 682 
R, 114, 428 7, 195,702 7, 279,275 8, 030,855 

13, 401,896 8, 731, 761 12,303.962 9, 829,1195 
213, 284, 221 51, 453, 441 198, 852, 265 65,885,397 

- 14, 211, 799 11,366, fi5!l 12,451. 360 13, 127,098 
32,478,716 28,034, 632 28,974.925 31,538,423 
4, 380,045 3, 615,206 3, 980, U85 4, 014,266 

16, 803, 222 3, 490. 120 15,229, 929 ,5, 063,413 
26,372,958 29, 13P. 499 22, Sill, 897 32,647, 560 
31,705,748 17,576,461 28,218,296 21,063,913 

9, 743, 97~ 3, 765,007 8, 48P, 030 5, 019, 9!)3 
133, 520. 818 101, 131, 67!) 121, 081. 756 113, li70, 741 
59, 91P, 131 41, 648, 895 54,867,307 46,700,719 
31,970, 267 22,903,601 28,061,840 26,812,028 
24,258,317 17,937,569 21,563, 232 w, 631,954 
24,944, :m 14, 802,503 22,598,179 17.148,656 
21,837, 4.80 18, 850, 163 19,818,070 20,869,573 
30,756, 660 21,685,990 28,093,896 24,348,754 
11,060,626 9, 284,920 !', 895,307 10,460,239 
63,349,708 61, 886, 064 56,616,277 68,619,495 
91,514,440 64, 678,.728 79,976,856 76, 211i, 312 
36,650,091 27,044,267 32, 136, '220 31,558, 138 
10, 540,321 7, 936, 148 9, 449, 116 9, 027,353 
49,238,529 30,629, 629 43, C4r. 467 35,922,691 
10, 806,347 

$14, 723, 104 
4, 264, 32 • 
~8, 884,091 

0, 261,423 
$12, 748, 423 

4, SOil, ~ 45 
$10, 858, 772 

2, 090,310 I, 934, 187 1, 777, 533 2, 246, !l64 
7, 270,851 6, [i19, 415 6, 419,016 7, 371,250 

70,817,951 60,470,012 63,724,152 67,563,811 
4, 008,304 4, 704,334 3, 442,679 li, 269,959 

201' 768, 092 ~05, 238, 203 177, 728, 718 229, 277, 577 
37, 298, 559 18, 1p1, 294 34, 171, 557 21,318,296 

4, 703,039 4, 684, 210 3, 957,576 5, 429,673 
137, 1{17, 194 81,439,251 125, 490, 451 93,145,994 
21,205,825 16, 316, 151 19, 128, 603 18,393,373 
28, 280, 215 7, 193, 594 25,084,724 10,389,085 

179, 838, 4 64 104, 665, 489 166, 820, 298 117,683,655 
10,937,453 10,999,781 9, 986,537 11, 9.50, 697 
17, 203, 925 8, 077, 478 15,722,882 9, 558,521 
4, 464, 146 4, 712,574 3, 841, 193 5, 335,527 

39, 737,925 6, 3117,516 36,928,030 9, 177, 411_ 
73,742, 225 50,791,706 66,737,505 57,796,426 
9, 374,658 4, lil7, 328 8, 337,200 5, 554,786 
4, 816,029 3, 726,479 4, 327,318 4, 215, 190 

29,848,593 22,466,325 26,399,769 25,915,149 
55,950,026 10,704,803 50,353,046 16,301,783 
26,963, 759 16, 602,954 25,787,202 17,779,511 
49,833,091 34, 719, 600 44,992,887 39, 559;804 

2, 469,849 2, 288, (99 2, 139, 86Q 2,618, 988 

2, 037, 895, 602 1, 319, 058, 763 1, 843, 881, 010 1, 513, 073, 355 

ning of the war. The Bonnev111e and 
Grand Coulee projects furnished the 
power. 

We will soon pass upon an appropri
ation for $400,000,000 to be given to 
Greece and Turkey, which has already 
been authorized by the other body. 

My understanding is that much of 
that money wm be used for public works, 
similar to this; railroads, docks, power, 
all sorts of civilian enterprises, to build 
up Qreece and Turkey. Yet we are go
ing to deny our own people here in 
America the necessary funds to maintain 
these great public works in the West 
which maintain the economy of the West 
and which helped to win the war and 
which now in peacetime will maintain 
our economy. We are going to deny 
funds for that ,purpose here at home and 
send it overseas. In so doing we are 
taking jobs from the veterans who 
fought the war. As proof I include the 
following telegram from Commander 
Earl C. Mean and Adjutant Fred B. 
Conn, Department of Oregon Veterans 
of Foreign Wars: 

PORTLAND, OREG., April 23, 1947. 
Hon. JOHN RANKIN, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Oregon Department of the American 
Legion understands that the proposed item 
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for the Bonnevllle Power Administration in 
the Interior Department appropriation bill, 
as reported by· the House Appropriation Com
mittee, contains a proviso that no part of 
the appropriation shall be available for work 
performed on a force account basis. Such a 
proviso would constitute gross discrimination 
against veterans. It would deprive at least 
166 employees of their pr~ferential rights to 
employment as veterans. (This is over 64 
percent of total employment in the construc
tion section.) Under the GI bill of rights, 
and other statutes and regulations, veterans 
have preferential rights to employment by 
the Federal Government. They do not have 
preferential rights in competing with non
veterans in the general labor market. 

Furthermore, these veterans are . skilled 
technicians, trained for construction, opera
tion, and maintenance of the highly special
ized electrical power system of the Bonne
v-ille Administration, and it would be entirely 
unfeasible for private contractors to perform 
much of the work done by these veterans 
who are used interchangeably on operations 
and const ruction under an economical agree
ment wit.h organized labor. There are large 
numbers of unemployed veterans in the Pa
cific Northwest. For example, a recent sur
vey shows 7,500 unemployed veterans in 
Multnomah County alone and 18,000 in the 
State of Oregon. There are probably twice 
as many in the State of Washington. Depri
vation of the preferential employment r ights 
held by veterans now working for Bonneville 
would undoubtedly result in increasing un
employment of veterans in this area. 

This provision appears to have been in
serted to protect private contractors at the 
expense of veterans and career employees in 
the Federal service. The House subcommit
tee could recommend such a proviso only on 
the basis of lack of knowledge of large power
system operations, or as discrimination 
aga~nst veteran employees of the Gover_n
ment. We strongly urge that you lead the 
fight to have the proviso removed from the 
bill. 

FRED A. LOTHROP, 
Department Commander of Oregon. 

In this bill for Bonneville there was 
a request by the Budget for $2.6,278,000. 
T:t~at has been cut down to $6,907,800-
slashed to the bone. This great project 
on the Columbia River will be restricted 
in its activities so that it cannot con
tinue, as it is now doing, to market 
Bonneville and Grand Coulee power. 
The demand for hydroelectric power in 
the West is far exceeding our present 
abitty to supply it. Many do not realize 
that these are self-liquidating projects. 
They are not boondoggling · projects 
and they are not the so-called New Deal 
projects, I will say to my Republican 
friends. They are self-liquidating proj
ects, and every single dollar that goes 
into ;Bonneville will be repaid with inter- · 
est in the end. Right now the cash reg
iste~s are clicking night and day with the 
receipts coming in from this great opera
tion. Not one single penny Qf American 
money will be expended that will :t"Ot be 
returned. We have expended some 
three or four hundred million dollars on 
these projects in the Northwest. We are 
now cashing in on them, yet we are short
siehted enough to deny in this bill sub
stations, transmission facilities, and 
other necessary facilities to market the 
power and bring the cash back to the 
Treasury. How foolish such a program 
is. I am for economy, but we have been 
squandering billions of dollars fo.olishly, 

which should be stopped. We should 
balance the budget. We are about to 
start on a program of squandering bil
lions of dollars overseas. The bars are 
down for foreign spending but up for 
needed self-liquidating projects at home. 
We are going to continue to spend billions 
of dollars overseas to build up the econ
omy of those countries which were :fight
in!!. us yesterday, and will be fighting us 
tomorrow, and we are going to deny the 
people of our own country the necessary 
funds to carry on these great projects in 
the West that made it possible for us to 
win the last war, and be the breadbasket 
and the arsenal and the warehouse of all 
the other countries who were our allies. 

I know it is futile for me to make this 
argument on the floor. I know the cards 
are stacked against Bonneville and this 
item cannot be restored on the floor in 
this Committee. I am not even going to 
move to insert or to restore any of these 
items becatise it would be wasted effort, 
but I do hope, when it is returned to us, · 
we will be reasonable enough and sound 
enough in otfr judgment when this matter 
is fully explored in the other body, and 
additional evidence is received, showing 
how these cuts are so vital to the very 
eXistence of these projects, that we will 
permit the items that are restored to 
remain in the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I have gone over the de
tailed comparison in the RECORD between 
the budget submission and the appro
priation committee's recommendation 
and I wish to point out where the recom
mendations of the House committee 
create a totally unworkable and non
feasible set-up. 

First of all, $6,000,000 of contract au
thorizations was entirely eliminated. 
With restricted equipment like trans
formers, switch relays and the like, de
liveries will run from 27 months to 36 
months. 

The total Oregon figures as submitted 
amounted to $3,274,900 and the allow
ance by the committee totals $1 ,021,-
000. The $1.021,000 can be spent with
out allQwing current to be rated to a 
single customer. All Oregon substations 
were eliminated but transmission lines 
were allowed. 

The committee failed to recognize that 
there are several different types of sub
stations; for example, the first type is 
more properly designated as a switch
ing ·station at the power source. All 
switching stations were eliminated in the 
estimate, evidently through error with
out the realization of the difference be
tween a sWitching station and a trans
former substation. The second type is 
known as an intermediate switching sta
tion that corresponds to a booster sta
tion in a water works. The booster sta
tions were eliminated. The third step 
is intermediate transformer stations to 
make a specific connection with existing 
lines so that existing lines can be used. 
The fourth type of substation is the step
down transformer station which delivers 
low voltage directly to the customer for 
his use. 

The elimination of all these various 
types of substation is an indirect attempt 
to elevate rates. Approximately one-

third of the total investment 1n power· 
plants, transformer lines and all acces
sories needed to make deliveries is tied 
up in the four types of substations. In 
a hydro set-up the principal costs are 
the capital costs, therefore the rate ele
vation is directly proportional to the in
vestment elimination. What this com
mittee has done is to use an illegal 
method to elevate rates one-third with
out any statutory-authority for so doing. 
This is going to throw the Federal Gov
ernment into endless litigation as the 
contract policy is laid out in the Bonne
ville Act and contracts have been exe
cuted in conformity with this act. To be 
specific, I will point out where the 
Oregon items have been cut: 

The request for the McNary-LeGrande 
line totaled $228,000. · The committee 
allowance for this item was zero: The 
Detroit-Eugene request was $567,000 and 
the allowance was $130,400. Southwest 
Oregon is critically short of power. and 
although the committee has allowed 
$130,400 this allowance will do absolutely 
nothing toward relieving this shortage 
in southwest Oregon. The responsibility 
for the continuance of power shortage in 
this area rests upon the faulty judgment 
of this committee. A second step in re
lieving power shortage in southwest 
Oregon was the Goldendale-Detroit item 
totaling $602,000 of contract authoriza
tion. The committee allowance on this 
item was zero. 

The next Oregon item in the bill was 
Eugene-Reedsport, the request totaling 
$1,329,000 on which the committee al- . 
lowance was $797,000. This again, due 
to the elimination of switching stations, 
creates an unworkable arrangement. 
Consequently the Eugene-Reedsport al
lowance will not give one bit of relief to 
the shortage arising along the coast. 
The next Oregon item, Reedsport-Coos 
Bay requested $79,000 and the committee 
allowance was $69,000. This $69,000 al
lowance for the reasons · previously indi
cated is not workable. The next item 
is Eugene-Roseburg in which the request 
was $88,000 and which the committee 
eliminated completely. . 

The next item was the North Bonne
ville-Troutdale connection, which re
quest amounted to $381 ,600 with an al
lowance of $24,600. This again, for the 
same reason, constitutes an unworkable 
set-up. · 

The Oregon items in the Bonneville 
request have been so badly butchered 
that further extensive hearings are 
needed to bring out the facts on the 
fallacies behind the committee decisions. 
I realize that · it is impossible to make 
such corrections in a debate and I am 
pointing out all these defects so that 
when the bill reaches the Senate that 
committee can ask for testimony to clt~ar 
up these misunderstandings and then 
report a workable bill. 

The bill as reported by the House 
committee does such a vast amount of 
injury to the economics of Oregon as to 
require a complete line of testimony 
which was not asked for and not given 
in the House hearings. 

The removal of the unclassified items 
like custom~rs' service facilities, other 
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capital additions, general · stru~tures, 
advance surveys and designs, and ·the 
reduction of tools and equipment from 
$500,000 to $100,000, compounds the in
jury to the State of Oregon for the rea .. 
sons I have indicated. 

I might note in this connection that 
the total request for items in the State 
of Washington was $11,321,110 with the 
committee allowance of $3,049,800, and 

· the unclassified items requesting $6,-
982,000 were reduced to $377,000. The 

State of Washington is · being made to 
su1fer in the same manner as the State 
of Oregon. 

I am including in these remarks a 
complete analysis of these cuts so that 
the record may be clear, as follows: 

Analysis of action by House Interior Appropriations Subcommittee on estimates ot the Bonneville Power Administration 

1948 budget estimates 

Transmis- Substa-
sion lines tions Total 

Contract 
authoriza

tion 1 

Total 
request 

House committee recommendation 
allowed 

Lines Stations Total 

l. State of Oregon: 
McNary-LaGt-ande _____________________________________________________ ------------ ------------ ------------ 228,000 228,000 ------------ ____ ------ 0 
Detroit-Eugene________________________________________________________ 130,400 14,000 144,400 422,600 t67, 000 130,400 ----==------ 130,4.00 
G.oldendale-D·etroit _______________________ ~---------------------------- -------- ---- ------- --- -- ------------ 602,000 602,000 ------------ ------------ 0 
Eugene-Reedsport_____________________________________________________ 797,000 164,300 961,300 368,_000 1, 329, SOO 797,000 ------------ 797,000 
Reedsport-Coos BaY-------------------------- ------------------------- 69, OOJ 10,000 79,000 ----- ------- 79,000 69,000 ------------ 69,000 
Eugene-Roseburg ______________________________________________________ ----- ---- --- ------------ ------------ 88,000 88,000 ------------ ____ ------- 0 
NorthBo~evil~-Troutd~e--------------------------------~~--------~~~24_,_6o_o~-~-~-oo~o~-~2_D_,6_oo_~~-35_~_o_oo_~~a_8_1,_6o_o~-~-24~,_6oo~~-------=-----------~-~-2~~_6o_o 

SubtotaL __________ --- ____ •••••••••••••••••• _ ••••••••••••••••••• ____ .
1
=1=, 0=2=l,=OO=O=I==1=93=, 3=0=0 =l==1,=21=4=, 3=00=I==2~, =06=0,:::C=OO=I==3==, 2=7=4,=!lO=O=I===1;,' 0=21~, =OO=O=I=--=--=·=--=--=·=--,l==1==, 0=2=1,=000= 

2. State of Washington: Grand Coulee-Snohomish No. !__ __________ -;.___________________________ 5, 103,000 897, 000 G, 000, 000 
Snohomish-Arlington-Bellingham-Blaine ___________ ,.___________________ 2~T.' 

0
00
0
0
0 

· -----
6
-
5
-.-

0
-
0
-
0
-- ·12, 000 

Chehalis-Olympia __ --- ------------------------ ------------------------ 296,000 
Olympia-Shelton-Potlatch-Fairmont-Port Angeles_____________________ 1, 266,800 1, 215,200 2, 482,000 
McNary-Pasco 2-----------------------------------------=------------- 137,000 27,000 164,000 Olympia-Cosmopolis____ ___ ________ ____________________________________ 376,000 185,000 561,000 
Grand Coulee-Snohomish No.2---------------------------------------- ------ ------ ------- ----- ----- ----- --

------------ 6,000, 000 1, 000,000 ------------ 1, 000,000 
------------ 12,000 12,000 ------------ 12,000 
------------ 296,000 231,000 ------------ 231,00() 

208,200 2, 690,200 1, 266,800 ------ ·----- 1,266,800 
·----------- 164,000 137,000 27,000 164,000 
·----------- 561,000 376,000 ------------ 376,000 

769, 960 · 769,900 ............................. ------------ 0 
650,000 701.000 ............................. ............................. 0 Covington-Olympia ___ ------------------------------------------------ 51, 000 ------ -- -- __ 51, 000 

Olymp~~heUonN~2---------------------------------------------~~~3I_,_~~I~~3-,o-o_o~-~3_4_,7_oo_~~~~-~~~~~-~~~~-~~~~~~~~ 92,300 127,000 ------·----- ------------ 0 

SubtotaL.------------······························--------------·-- 7, 208,500 2, 392,200 9, GOO, 700 1, 720,400 11,321, 100 3,022,800 27,000 3,049,800 

3. Other items, unrlas~ified: 
Columbia substation additions._··--·····----------------------------- ------~ ----- 141,{)00 141, 000 ------------ 141, 000 ___ 0 
Hungry Horse-Kerr Dam--------------------------------------------- 212, ooo 25, ooo 237, ooo ------------ 237,000 '2i2;ooo· -----25; iioo· 237,000 
Idaho Panhandle. _____ -------------------- --------------------------- ------------ --·--- ------ ----- ------- 489, 000 489, 000 ----------- ------------ 0 
Customers' service facilities .. ------------ -- ----~~ ---------------------- ------------ ------------ 1, 730, 000 I, 000, 000 . , 730, 000 ------------ ------------ 0 

g~~:~ffti~~t~~!~i~~~~~~~========== == ================================ ============ ============ 1, ~~: ~~~ ____ :~~~- 2, ~~: ggg ============ ============ g 
~~;l~n:ds~~~I~:U~~1_~~~~~~=====::::==::::::::::::-==:=:::::=========== :::=====:::: ============ ~~g; ~gg . ::::=:=::=== ~M· ~gg ==:::=::::=: ============ 100, ~ 

SubtotaL __________________ -----------_------ _____ -------- -----------~~-2-1-2,-GOO~I--1-66-. -oo-o·l--4,-763-.,-. o-oo-l--2-,-21-9,-000~. l-6-; 9"-· 8-2:-oo-o-l-~2-12-.-oo-o-l-~-25-, oo~o -l-~3-3-7,-ooo-
Op&ati~.m~n~n~c~muk~~L~dadm~b~ation _________________ ~-=--=--=·=--=--=-~-==--=·=--=--=·=--=--=~-=·=--=·=--=--=·=--t·=--=-=--=-=--=--=-l~4~,7=oo=.=oo=o~=--=·=--=·=--=--=-~-=--~--~-=--=-=--=--~==2==,oo=~=ooo= 

TotaL_______________________________________________________________ 8, 441, 000 2, 751, 000 15, 578,000 6, 000,000 26,278,000 4, 255,800 t2, 000 6, 907,800 

1 No contract authorization was recommended. 
s Construction power for McNary Dam at Umatilla, Oreg. 

BONNEVILLE 

Mr. Chairman, I approach the Oregon 
items in the pending bill not as a fault
finding critic. I fully appreciate the 
sincere effort put in on this bill, and the 
need to place the national finances on 
a sound basis. Therefore, my remarks 
will be confined to a constructive ap
proach, so that when the bill is finally 
completed, and enacted, balancing cor
rection can be made within ~he ceiling 
limitations so as to insure a workable bill. 

It is fully realized that the Bonneville 
and certain reclamation items in this 
bill present a very · complex situation. 
The usual budgetary consideration con
sists merely of adjusting numbers of 
personal and accessory budget objects, 
in order to arrive at a total departmental 
fund reduction or allowance. This proc
ess then only involves personnel func
tions and the translation of adjustments 
to dollars, which is an accounting matter 
0~~ . 

However, such items a~ I will now dis
cuss involve in addition the physical 
workings, service, and the effect on the 
economic lifeblood of my district and 
State. Budgetary processing alone will 
not insure that physically electricity will 
flow in step with dollars. Oollar allow
ances under the natural order can never 
make electricity or its analog, water, 
flow up hill. In addition, the complexity 

is increased when a number of trans
mission iines are solidly tied into a grid, 
such as we have in the Northwest. 
Therefore, Nature's axiom that the 
workable whole is the sum of all parts 
that insure workability cannot be ig
nored in budgeting such a business en
terprise. Cutting by parts does not give 
us insurance that the remainder will be 
physically workable, and that power will 
fiow to areas of short supply.' On this 
major point the record of the hearings 
is so deficient that accurate judgment 
cannot be exercised. This type of con
sideration is needed before we can be 
assured of a workable lay-out. 

To bring this point home, I will cite 
the situation in Portland, Oreg., which 
is in my district. Over 60 percent of the 
-kilowatt-hour supply of Portland comes 
from Bonneville, according to page 10 of 
the 1946 Bonneville report. This sup
ply must travel through existing critical 
bottlenecks created during the war pe
riod when the Nation was in a condition 
of short supply of critical materials. 
These bottlenecks will not be relieved 
unless all parts of the whole are in elec
trical balance. Therefore, I am fearful 
that this bill will not give adequate relief 
to shortage areas. If we run into this 
situation, system power deliveries will 
have to be cut back to reach a new bal
ance. This in turn will result in electri-

cal, industrial, and general brown-outs. 
When this comes, where ·will the re
sponsibility rest? 

Furthermore, cutting off power supply 
results in reducing pay-out revenues, and 
more important st111, such action wlll 
place a brake on the region's economy. 

I can ·gathe:.: no comfort in such an 
analysis from the record that is present
ed with this bill. What I have examined 
convinces me that the usual and I might 
say correct budgetary practice, applied 
only to personnel, is going to produce 
endless trouble and complications, unless 
the physical, service, and regional 
economy are also brought into step with 
budgetary processes, which I am con
vinced still needs to be done. 

I will not now take your time to ex
pand these revealing points, but the 
items that I will later present must be 
considered before this bill is finally com
pleted, if we are to secure a workable 
bill. Therefore, I am now proceeding 
along the lines indicated by the hearings, 
the report, · and the bill. 

Accordingly, I will cover additional 
points in the order indicated: First, the 
operating and maintenance component 
of the total estimate; second, develop
ment work, which is of national interest; 
and third, construction. ·I feel that it is 
my ·duty to point out all such facts in 
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order to merit supplemental considera
tion. Adequate coverage cannot be 
secured in debate, as it is a matter 
requiring further development through 
hearings. 

Mr. Chairman, it is apparent that both 
the operation and maintenance and con
struction allowances in the bill consti
tute an attempt to legislate. The force 
account proviso shol.lld be subject to a 
point of order. There are sound prece
dents on this point. The proviso lan
guage in the bill is so broad as to cover 
all classes of work. This proviso also 
will constitute rank discrimination 
against veterans and in addition to be
ing contrary to the provisions of the 
Bonneville act, it is an oblique method 
of depriving veterans of their preferen
tial rights under the GI bill of rights. 

The sections in the report covering 
substations are also legislative in char
acter and constitute a left-handed means 
of elevating the power rates. The com
mittee report has no standing in law, 
but I do want to call att.ention to the 
erroneous approach in attempting to ar
rive at allowance figures, which if writ
ten into law would clearly be subject to 
a point of order. 

It is impossible to ignore the full re
quirements of operating a power system, 
especially a system which is the third 
largest in the United States. As long as 
the generators are turning out power, 
and the users of this power are depend
ent upon this energy supply, it is abso
lutely necessary that employees be avail
able to adequately operate and maintain 
the equipment. The Federal facilities 
generate power, but sell service. With
out adequate service the return to the 
Treasury is bound to decrease, and sup
ply will also be -reduced. 

The Bonneville Power Administration 
estimates provided $4,700,000 for the · 
purpose of keeping the system fully 
operative during the fiscal year 1948. 
The estimates carried a moderate in
crease to cover personnel for operating 
new facilities now being constructed but 
scheduled for completion during 1947 and 
1948. These estimates evidently were not 
submitted without a careful review of 
every item of expense, and they repre
sent the considered judgment of engi:.. 
neers and technical men experienced in 
electrical operations, in order to secure 
workability. The Administration has 
demonstrated in past years that its oper
ating costs are below those of other 
utilities in its operating area. An 
analysis shows that in 1945 the Bonne
ville costs were 15.4 percent of revenues. 
I am advised that four other companies 
in the Northwest showed 27.3, 26.6, 22.6, 
and 20.9 percent of revenues during the 
same period. Therefore, comparatively, 
the operation and maintenance submit
ted is reason,able, as the increa-ses over 
.1945 are evident. 

A substantial reduction in funds avail
able for the operation of the Bonneville 
system will necessarily reduce the quality 
of service rendered, and will result ulti
mately in loss of revenue. 

Operating costs in an enterprise like 
Bonneville cannot be considered in the 
same light as appropriations for the vari
ous bureaus in the different departments. 
Bonneville's operating costs are return-

able to the Treasury through collected 
revenues, annually, while the others are 
not. I also feel that this difference was 
not fully recognized-when this portion of 
the estimate was considered. If it had 
been, operating and maintenance funds 
would not have been so drastically re
duced. To meet the regions' service 
needs, this action should be reconsidered 
and reviewed before this bill is finally 
enacted. I hope that such action will re
sult in an allowance adequate to meet 
service and supply needs. 

A part of this operating function cov
ers development expenses. From the 
record I would judge that this effort has 
been incorrectly considered as sales or 
propaganda expense. Therefore, in order 
to correctly outline the development 
status I will expand my remarks apply
ing to this l tern. 

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT WORK OF . THE 
BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. Chairman, the Bonneville Power 
Administration has a Division of Indus
trial and Resources Development. This 
division spends less than $300,000 per 
year on the development of industrial 
power markets. Currently, the Adminis
tration is selling $13;000,000 of power per 
year to industrial customers. It there
fore is spending only about 2 percent of 
its current annual revenues from · indus·
trial sales to maintain and expand that 
business. This is a very modest ex
penditure a.1d is less than private utili
ties spend throughout the country for 
all kinds of sales promotion. They spend 
about 4 percent of their revenues. 

However, the Administration ought to 
undertake a much larger program than 
it now has. It is op·erating the third 
largest power system in the United 
States. It serves the territory of Oregon, 
Washington, and portions of adjacent · 
States. Bonneville service area is as 
large as all of New England, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and New Jersey 
combined, but it is a young and unde
veloped country, with only 4,000,000 in
habitants. The spaces are va.st, and its 
mineral, timber, and agricultural re
sources are not fully in use. It lacks the 
industrial fuels that have made the in
dustrial East and are making the indus
trial Southwest. It has no oil, natural 
·gas, or coking coal. Its only low cost 
source of industrial power is the 
Columbia River system. 

Nature made this river basin a low cost 
hydropower producer by combining stor
age reservoirs that cost the country 
nothing to build-snow fields and gla
ciers-with power sites in deep gorges 
where little land is flooded when dams 
are built. The total costs of building 
Columbia River dams, compared with the 
power produced, always give the lowest 
cost of hydropower that can be developed 
in the United States. 

There are some interests, unfortu
nately, that wish to hold back this power 
development, to stop it by blocking tpe 
construction of dams, and to burden it 
with unjustified high rates for electricity 
actually produced at low cost. These 
interests would thereby impose an indus
trial barrier on the country as a whole. 
We would be a much weaker Nation ff 
they have their way. Imagine the state 

of this country if selfish interests had 
prevented the development of Pennsyl
vania coal and oil, Michigan and Minne
sota iron ore, Texas gas, and California 
petroleum. The entire country has 
profited by the development of these 
resources. It will also profit when the 
Pacific Northwest power resources are 
allowed to develop fully. 

But such developments require more 
of the pioneering investigations and pro
motion of industrial opportunities in 
which the Bonneville Administration is 
engaging in too limited a way. There is 
no group of private agencies in the North
west able to do this job. The local cham
bers of commerce do a good job for their 
own cities and surrounding territory. 
The private utilities h~ve set up indus
trial development programs that also 
serve local areas. But none of these ac
tivities can serve the people of the entire 
region as effectively as can the Bonne
ville Administration. 

For example, the Administration is re
sponsible for the policies that led to the 
sale or lease to private enterprise of four 
Government alumjnum plants in Tacoma 
and Spokane, Wash., and Troutdale, 
Oreg. Bonneville conducted all of the 
technical research to determine what 
could be done with the Government 
aluminum plants, where the raw mate
rials would come from, what the Federal 
policies should be on ,lease and sale. 
This job required cooperative help from 
a half dozen Federal agencies in Wash
ington that gave much information, 
some of it confidential, which no private 
agency could have obtained. At a time 
when Bonneville program was adopted 
by the Surplus Property Board, chambers 
of commerce in the Northwest were ac
tually divided in attitude as to what 
should be done with the Government 
plants. Each chamber was concerned 
with its local problem, whereas the 
Boimeville Administration came forward 
with a program for the good of the 
region. This program worked. As a re
sult, the entire country benefited with 
a sharp expansion in the aluminum in
dustry after the war-production cut
backs, and the Bonneville Administra
tion is turning into · the Federal Treasury 
at least 4,000,000 revenue dollars more 
per year. 

Again, the Administration is working 
on a program to develop western phos
phate rock through the use of low-cost 
electric power. This work involves min
erals in southeastern Idaho and western 
Montana. Tests of processes are now 
being conducted. No local chamber of 
commerce or private group in the North
west could have the widespread infor
mation and incentive to engage in this 
type of developmental work which will 
benefit the entire region as well as 2,500,-
000 farmers in 25 Western States through 
an increase in the production of phos
phate fertilizer at low cost. 

Other developmental programs on 
which the Administration is engaged are 
future defense projects which will re
quire at least 500,000 kilowatts of en
ergy-equivalent to one power dam-ex
pansion of the magnesium industry, and 
various chemicals and metals. In all of 
this work the Administration serves the 
entire region. It surveys industrial· 



1947 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 4055 
plant sites where no chamber of com
merce would go, and it assembles infor
mation for men in industry that they 
cannot obtain otherwise. It does this on 
a limited scale with inadequate funds. 

All of this development~! work reqUires 
some years before it brings final results. 
It took the Bonneville Power Adminis
tration 5 years of work on aluminum be
fore the results came in additional rev
enues of $4,000,000 per year. The cost of 
this work was about $60,000, which is now 
being paid off at the rate of 66 times a 
year. It will take some years to bring 
about the phosphate fertilizer develop
ment. But the time required is not' un
reasonable. To promote industries that 
will consume the energy produced by 
dams that take 3 to 5 years to build re
quires much planning and work in ad
vance. The sale of power to industries 
is entirely different than the sale of 
nylon stockings. If a store is sold out 
of nylon stockings, it would waste money 
to try to sell any more. But now that 
Bonneville is temporarily sold out of 
power, it would waste Federal money if 
it did not try to promote. sales for the 
near future when more power will be 
available from the dams being built. A 
pair of nylon hose is sold in 1 minute; 
a block of industrial power is sold, fre
quently, after -developmental work that 
took a few years. - · 

That is why the hard headed and eco
nomical way of promoting the power 
program of the Pacific Northwest . calls 
for continuation of the industrial power 
program of the Bonneville Administra
tion and for expansion of this program. 
INDUSTRIAL POWER AND RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 

Mr. Chairman, I would judge from 
reading the hearings covering the Bon
neville items in the Interior appropria
tion bill that considerable confusion ex
ists as to the type of activities under
taken by the division of industrial and 
resources development of the Bonneville 
Power Administration and covered by 
the estimate applying to this division. 

This is largely a customer-service or
ganization rather than a direct-sales 
organization. The work of this division 
is confined to the technical aspects of 
the electro-chemical and electro-metal
lurgical industries. Fully 80 percent of 
this division's work is commercial service 
rather than direct sales. 

To classify this division as a sales or 
propaganda organization and thereby 
curtail appropriations when there is no 
power surplus is an erroneous approach. 
It is not a propaganda organization, be
ing composed of technicians. The larg
er American industries, even though they 
have sold the output represented by their 
plant capacitY, maintain and continue 
such development divisions. 

Last December in the magazine, Amer
ican Metals, Mr. H. G. Fuller, manager 
of commercial research for the United 
States Steel Corp., outlined the develop
ment activities of that corporation. Mr. 
Fuller, in this article, outlined 12 major 
approaches and investigations continu
ously conducted by the commercial re
search division of the United. States 
Steel Corp. I have taken these 12 items 
given in the Fuller article and have com
pared them item by item with the ac-

tivities of the Bonneville Power Admin
istration. I found that in each instance, 
the approach of the United States Steel 
Corp. and the Bonneville Power Admin
istration was identical. This compari
son proves the soundness of the appli
cable Bonneville estimates which have 
been curtailed. 

We are living in an age governed by 
technological advances·. Unless the 
power users keep abreast of these trends, 
they will find that their methods and 
processes have been outmoded. No 
large corporation that has an industrial 
development division treats such a divi
sion as a direct-sales organization. The 
United States Steel Corp., for example, 
is continually working on market in
vestigations to establish the commercial 
desirability of proposed plant expan
sions. All recommendations to the 
board of directors of United States Steel 
involving market and plant expansions 
go through the resources department be
fore submission. Without an analysis of 
the size and trends of market and the 
article acceptance in such a market, the 
United States Steel management would 
be hampered· in planning capital addi
tions. The same situation exists in an 
organization like Bonneville. Outside of 
the Aluminum Co. of America, no Bon
neville customer is large enough to war
rant such an organization. The service 
rendered by Bonneville is a protection 
to the small, grow~ng industrialists. 

ORGANIZATION 

Mr: Chairman, the staff of the Devel
opment Division is located in Portland, 
Oreg., in mY congressional district, and 
its activities are carried on principally 
in the home office. The staff is largely 
composed of expert technicians in the 
fields of industrial chemistry and elec
tro-metallurgy. It also includes a small 
staff · of market investigators. The 
working program of this staff can be di
vided into those fields which involve: 
First, analyses of economic and techni
cal factors which in:tluence industrial 
power consumption; second, the study of 
industrial raw materials, freight rates, 
and other similar factors directly re
lated to the potentials of the industrial 
use of electricity. 

In an organization the size of Bonne
ville, questions are continually coming 
in covering raw materials and markets. 
In addition, it is necessary to maintain 
liaison with the industrial and business 
groups throughout the United States. 
Without the Resource Development Di
vision these contacts will be lost. 

From my own investigation, I can state 
that the staff of this division does not 
solicit plant establishments involving 
displacement of electric industries from 
other parts of the United States. Their 
efforts are directed entirely to new plants 
using native materials and plant ex
pansions. 

The private power companies render. 
similar service but in a lesser degree. 
Proportionately the private power com
panies spend more per dollar of revenue 
for such activity than can be found in 
the Bonneville estimates. 

I have specialized in this field of ac
tivity for many years and can speak from 
the vantage point of this experience. 

This is a very vital item in the develop
ment of the Northwest, and I greatly re
gret that the hearing record did not de
velop the factual side of this program, 
which is completely reimbursable as an 
operating item. 

The purpose of these remarks is to 
provide the background for a reexamina
tion of this item, so that proper correc
tion can be made. This, in my judg
ment, is possible under the budget ceiling 
established by the legislative budget com
mittees. 

POWER CONSTRUCTION ITEMS 

Mr. Chairman, the hearings on the 
pending bill indicate that all interests 
in the Northwest are in agreement on 
one point. This point is the indicated 
impending power shortage resulting 
from lack of generating capacity, and 
adjunct transmission facilities to meet 
load requirements between 1947 and 
1953. The private power interests as 
well as the public power ·and commer
cial interests are in agreement on this 
point. Any expenditures to meet this 
situation, under the pay-out report, are 
reimbursable items, and this important 
fact needs to be farther stressed and ex
panded over what appears in the hear
ings. 

The record further shows that six gen
erator units are on order for the Grand 
Coulee plant. These total under a very 
conservative estimate 745,000 kilowatts, 
with the last unit scheduled to be in 
service by November 1, 1949. The full 
record on this bill does not show how 
these schedules can be met, with funds 
allowed. 

The record further shows from the 
complete private as well as public reso
lutions from all groups that the 745,000 
kilowatts now on order, if the schedules 
were fully met, would still be short by 
318,000 kilowatts meeting the agreed 
load estimates by November 1, 1949. 

These generating-capacity figures in
dicate the approach of a very critical 
power-supply situation. With such a 
clear signal, it is difficult to take the 
record and match such capacity with 
allowances under this bill. Generation 
alone wilL not solve the problem. This · 
power after it leaves the machines has 
to be transmitted to the load centers, and 
from the load centers it must travel over 
and through service facilities to reach 
the wholesaler. The cash register, which 
functions as a collection source for the 
Federal Treasury, will not operate with
out the load center and service acces
sories. 

Under the submitted estimates, the 
load center and the accessory-transmis
sion facilities were justified on an iso
lated facility basis. In the process of 
reduction, the record does not show the 
maintenance of balance between all 
these parts. To reestablish balances is 
an engineering problem of. the highest 
order. Therefore, any detailed discus
sion of the effect of the elimination of 
this facility or that facility, at this time, 
would not be conclusive under the ex
isting record. Further hearings will be 
needed to bring out all the interrela
tionship which I have indicated. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion it is 
clearly evident that we have a problem 
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before us that cannot be solved by the 
usual budgetary processes applicable to 
the mill run of governmental agencies. 
To secure a workable result the physical 
and economic parts need to be tied into 
the budgetary formula. This has not 
been done, and the need for further tes
timony along this line is clearly evident. 
Under the democratic system of checks 
and balances, an opportunity still exists 
to clarify the record along the lines I 
have indicated. Untn this is done, a 
workable bill cannot be formulated. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill as reported does 
violence to the economy of the State of 
Oregon. The substation and force ac
count provisions clearly represent an ill
advised procedure and constitute an at
tempt to nullify long-established con
gressional policies, which are written 
into the organic Bonneville and other 
acts. 

Mr. Chairman, I include the following 
telegrams opposing these cuts: 

SALEM, OREG., April 25, 1947. 
HOMER D. ANGELL, 

House oj Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Appropriation bill for Interior Department 
reported by House committee eliminates all 
subitems pertaining underground water in 
item for gaging streams. These eliminated 
subitems have been basis of dollar-for-dollar 
cooperation with State of Oregon to obtain 
continuing record of our. ground water. 
Without this record the development of our 
agriculture and industry will be seriously 
handicapped. Have reason to believe elimi
nating of these subitems by committee based 
on misunderstanding that work on under
ground water involves only test dril!ing to 
locate city water supply. Past cooperative 
work 1n Oregon has yielded information of 
assistance to private and public agencies 
and individuals and has not included test 
drilling in competition with private enter
prise. 

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN, 
State Engineer. 

PoRTLAND, OREG., April 25, 1947. 
HoMER D. ANGELL, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Labor agreement with Bonneville allowing 
force account highly satisfactory to us in 
Oregon. Ple~e use your influence on House 
Members to eliminate restrictions against 
force account by Bonneville Power Admin
istration and to restore funds for bus sta
tion. Contact Alvey, Washingtqn representa
tive of Bonneville, for additional informa
tion. 

J. T • . MARB, 
Executive Secretary, Oregon State 

Federation of Labor. 
JOHN O'NEILL, 

President, Columbia Power 
Trades Council. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 24, 1947. 
Representative HOMER D. ANGELL, 

United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. c.: 

International Federation of Technical En
gineers, Architects, and Draftsmen's Unions 
has studied report of House Appropriations 
Committee on the Department of the Inte
rior. We wish to call your attention to the 
fact that in two basic respects the recom
mendations of the committee are unsound 
engineering-wise as they apply to the elec
trical power industry in terms of funds rec
ommended for the Bonneville Power Admin
istration. We note absence of provision for 
substations. This endangers adequate stand
ards of engineering operation on an_ tnte• 

grated grid and would place new substations 
under control of persons not subject to cen
tralized dispatching. Transformation facili
ties and switch stations are required in any 
basic current system as an integral part of 
stepping up generating voltage or assuring 
flexibility in combined operations of gener
ating and transmission systems. Also switch 
stations are required as part of a transmis
sion network to assure servicing to load cen
ters by permitting automatic isolation of 
faulted lines and facilities. From an engi
neering point of view operation of substa
tions by other than single owner would 
seem difficult where such substations serve 
more than one customer. Please use your 
efforts to restore funds for substations on 
lines authorized by the committee as sound 
engineering and necessary for economical 
operation. Restriction against force account 
work does not take into consideration known 
difficulty of securing contractors to bid on 
electrical construction at present and also 
known satisfaction of Northwest labor with 
existing collective agreement with Bonneville 
Power Administration providing for existing 
force account crew to supplement contract 
work and provide check against exorbitant 
bids. Administration is effectively using 
maintenance crews to supplement construc
tion, thereby providing adequate force for 
emergency purposes under coordinated oper
ations-construction working practice. Please 
use your emphasis to delete provisions of ap
propriations bill restricting force account 
work. 

FOSTER J. PRATT, 
President, IFTEADU-AFL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from North Dakota 
[Mr. LEMKE] for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEMKE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
address myself for a minute to the chair
man of the Appropriations Committee, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABERJ. I want to inform him that two 
of his bad boys broke loose with a new ax 
and. raised Cain not only in 17 Western 
States but throughout the Nation. They 
forgot that we are 48 States but one Na
tion. That it is neither East or West nor 
North or South. It is the welfare of 
America that we are considering here 
today. 

These two boys, BoB and BEN, appar
ently without consulting some of their 
colleagues on the subcommittee went on 
a rampage and slashed the budget of the 
Bureau of Reclamation until there is not 
even a respectable corpse left. Worse 
than Peck's bad boy abroad, they put 
cockleburs in the bed of Secretary Krug 
forgetting that Mr. Krug is just a 
servant of this Nation the same as we 
are. They glory in their attempted de
struction of one of the great institutions 
of this Nation-Reclamation. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JONES] 
intimated on this floor in opening the 
debate that Mr. Krug would use some 
of the Reclamation appropriation to de
feat the Republican Party. I wonder if 
the gentleman knows what he is attempt
ing to do? A great deal of damage has 
already been done, Mr. Chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee. The time 
has come for you to help us prevent 
further damage. 

I hope that you will vote with us to 
recommit this bill. After that is done, I 
hope you will take these two mischievous 
-youngsters on your subcommittee, who 
know not what they are doing, to the 
Republican cloakroom and give them a 

good, sound tongue lashing. They have 
it coming to them. 

I repeat, this is not a party issue; it 
is an American issue, and we Repub
licans are as much concerned in the 
welfare of this Nation as our Democratic 
colleagues. We are united when it be
comes a question of the development of 
the natural resources of this Nation. 

Drunk with power, the chairman, 
Mr. JONES, of the Subcommittee on 
Appropriations, ably assisted by his 
friend, cut the budget estimate for the 
Department of the Interior by 47 per
cent, and cut the budget estimate for 
the Bureau of Reclamation by 57 percent. 
If these irrational and wanton cuts are 
permitted to stand, it will cripple the 
Nation-it will cripple irrigation and 
reclamation. It will cripple rural elec
trification by delaying the production of 
hydroelectric power. It will cripple the 
development of the industrial West. 

Undoubtedly, the invisible power in
terests who wish to prevent the develop
ment of hydroele~tric power are behind 
the scenes. They have singled out for 
slaughter the Bureau of Reclamation be
cause it develops hydroelectric power. 
This is not the first time that this fight 
has been on the floor. It was here last 
year and the year before that. Yet 
there is no intelligent reason for it. The 
privately owned utilities gain by the 
production of hydroelectric power the 
same as other industries. They have 
been able to buy this power and to dis
tribute it to the people. Yet they would 
destroy the goose that lays the golden 
egg. 

Privately owned utilities use 20,000,000 
barrels of oil a year in the production of 
electrical energy. That oil cannot be 
replaced. When turned into electrical 
energy, it is gone forever. Yet oil is 
our greatest national defense. It is vir
tually the only national defense in 
modern warfare. 

We know that our oil reserves are 
being rapidly exhausted. We should 
conserve that national defense, rather 
than to use it in producing electrical 
energy. This is especially so when the 
Bureau of Reclamation can produce this 
electrical energy as an aid to and by
product of irrigation through proper 
storage and use of water. 

Yet the Jones subcommittee would 
continue this waste of needed oil and 
let the water that should be used for 
production of power and irrigation go 
unharnessed and uncontrolled to the 
ocean. 

It is true that the House voted to cut 
the President's budget estimates of $37,-
500,000,000 by $6,000,000,000. This could 
be accomplished by a 16-percent cut 
straight across the board. Why was the 
Bureau of Reclamation singled out for a 
57-percent cut? The reason is very 
obvious....:....hydroelectric power. 

If these cuts are allowed to stand, then 
the Missouri River Basin projects will 
suffer, especially will the Fort Peck
Crosby-Kenmare-Souris project be de
layed. · It is not the East against the 
West. It is the power interests against 
the Nation. If these cuts are allowed to 
stand, \,nen rural electrification in North 
Dakota and throughout the West will be 
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delayed and denied to farmers that help 
feed the Nation. ·I am confident that 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 

- will not permit this to happen. 
Here is how the budget estimates have 

been slashed by the subcommittee: 
. General investigations, the budget 
allowance $5,000,000, the bill here under 
consideration $125,000-a cut of 97 '12 
percent. 

Reclamation fund construction, Gila 
Valley, budget allowance $2,500,000; 
present bill $1,000,000; or a cut of 60 
percent. 

Davis Dam, budget allowance $18,000,-
000: present bill $6,200,000, or a slash of 
66 percent. 

Central Valley, budget allowance $20,-
000,000; present bill $6,900,000, or a slash 
of 65 percent. 

Colorado-Big Thompson, budget allow
ance $14,000,000; present bill $4,815,000, 
another slash of 66 percent. 

Palisades, budget allowance $2,629,000; 
present bill $876,000, a slash of 67 per
~ent .. 

Hungry Horse, budget allowance $4,-
500,000; present bill $1,550,000, another 
slash of 66 percent. 

Fort Peck, Missouri Basin, budget al
lowance $2,500,000; present bill $1,250,-
000, a slaSh of 50 percent. 

Missouri Basin-Montana, North Da
kota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and Ne
braska project-budget allowance $23,

. 000,000; present bill $9,611,000, a slash 
of 58 percent. · 

These last two slashes not only affect 
my own State. They affect all of the 
nine States in the Missouri River Basin 
development. What I have to say about 
these two· slashes, however, applies to 
similar slashes in projects in other West
ern States. I shall leave the discussion 
on those projects to Members from those 
States. I shall now briefly discuss the 
slashes 'of the Missouri River Basin 
project. 

The House Appropriations Commit
tee cut the Bureau of Reclamation 
budget estimate for 1948 from $145,952,-
200 to $62,717,600. That portion of the 
cut applying to the Missouri Basin and 
Fort Peck projects seriously affects the 
State of North Dakota. The Missouri 
Basin project was allowed $9,611,600 as 
comparee to $23,000,000 which was re
quested. This reduction, together with 
specific restrictions included in the com
mittee's report on the use of funds, will 
stop virtually all work on the Missouri
Souris development if it is allowed to 
stand. 

The Missouri-Souris unit in North 
Dakota will ultimately provide more 
than a million acres of irrigated land 
and will include power generating fa
cilities. The total estimated cost of this 
unit is $188,580,000. It is easily the most 
important single development ever pro
posed in the State vf North Dakota. 

The Missouri-Souris development is in 
an advanced stage of pl~nning at the 
present time. The Bureau of Reclama
tion's program for 1948 provides for an 
expenditure of . approximately $501,000 
for the continuation of surveys. and the , 
preparation of designs ·and specifica
tions. It Is intended to concentrate on · 
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the· Sheyenne Dam so that actual con
struction of this key feature of the de
velopment can be started in the near 
future. By reducing the budget request 
and restricting the use of recommended 
funds to units now in the construction 
stage, the committee has made it impos
sible to carry on the planned work in the 
Missouri-Souris area. This important 
unit will probably be set back for more 
than a year. 

In accordance with the recommenda
tions of the committee that available 
funds be used on Missouri Basin units 
either now under construction or ready 
for construction it will be possible to 
make some start on the Heart River unit. 
However, it will be nec:essary to stop all 
activity connected with the Dickinson 
subunit of the Heart River development. 
The Dickinson Dam, which is urgently 
needed to provide municipal water for the 
city of Dickinson, will be delayed several 

. years. 
The Missouri Basin program, provided 

for in the President's budget request, 
anticipated continued work on the Knife 
River unit and the Missouri River pump
ing unit in North Dakota. Both of these 
are in an advanced stage of planning and 
probably could have been ready for con
struction during the fiscal year of 1949. 
The reduction in the appropriation rec
ommended by the committee will require 
complete stoppage of all work on these 
units . 

The scheduled work for 1948 in the 
Missouri Basin also contemplated the 
expenditure of $1,810,000 for further 
work on the general plan of development. 
Included in this item are the Cannon
ball Unit and the Garrison Reservoir 
Diversion Unit. Also included in this 
item is provision for important studies 
and investigations of power transmission 
and marketing problems affecting,- not 

· oniy the power-generating plants in the 
Bureau of Reclamation program, but 
also the generating plants constructed 
by the Corps of Engineers. The Bureau 
of Reclamation has been designated as 
the marketing agency for power generat
ed at Army projects. Virtually, all of 
this work will be stopped if the commit
tee's reduction of approximately thirteen 
and one-half million dollars is not re-. 
stored to the Missouri Basin project. 
· The Missouri Basin development 1s 

several times larger than the TV A proj
ect. It affects 10 States and covers ap
proximately one-sixth the total land area 
of the United States. It is a project 
comprising nearly a hundred reservoirs 
. and including provision for irrigation of 
. more than 4,000,000 acres of land. Its 
total cost will exceed $1,000,000,000. 
Practically all of this amount will be re
turned to the Treasury through direct 
payments. The revenues which will be 
derived through broadening of the tax 
base will exceed the cost many times in 
years to come. In consideration of the 
size of this project, the planned pro
gram for 1948 represents a very slow 
schedule of development. The program 
for 1948 is a slow program because it 
fully· recognizes the present budgetary 
limitations imposed by the national 
economy, and it was designed so th·at lt , 

would not create heaVY demands for 
construction materials which might be 
scarce at the present time. 

The ~ommittee has reduced the re
quest for the Fort Peck project from 
$2,500,000. to $1,250,000. The principal 
item in the Fort Peck project program is 
completion of the Fo-rt-Peck-Williston 
transmission line for wlllch approxi
mately :U,500,000 is programed ' in 1948. 
This line is essential in order to bring 
Fort Peck power to the municipalities 
and REA cooperatives in North Dakota. 
It is also needed to tie in with the Wil
liston-Garrison transmission line which 
will carry power needed for construction 
of Garrison Dam and will later serve in 
the marketing of power to be generated 
at Garrison Dam. 

In addition to several small lines and 
substations serving specific municipali
ties and cooperatives the Fort Peck pro
gram includes construction of a 115-kilo
volt line from Glendive to Miles City, 
Mont. Approximately ~1,250,000 has 
been programed for this line and re
lated substations. Also included in the 
Fort Peck program is approximately 
$800,000 for additional transmission lines 
and substations in the Milk River district 
in Montana. 

The $1,250,000 allowed for Fort Peck 
by the committee, together with funds 
expected to be carried over from the cur
rent fiscal year, will only permit about 
half of the scheduled work to be accom
plished in 1948. Every transmission line 
and substation tn the program is ur
gently needed to serve specific and acute 
demands for additional power. If the 
reduced appropriation is allowed to 
stand, reprograming of the work will 
be necessary. The result is certain to 
mean serious delays in meeting demands 
for Fort Peck power. 

The ·committee's report carries a rec
ommendation that substations be pro
vided by the local utilities, municipali
ties and ot:P,er customers being served. 
This plan is unworkable and impractica
ble from the standpoint of . design and 
operation. Most of the substations will 
serve more than one customer and prop
er design and operation of the substation 
has a vital bearing on the success of the 
whole transmission system. Municipali
ties, _ rural co-ops, and others are not 
generally equipped nor do they desire to 
construct their own substation facillties . 

In addition to being con_cerned about 
the Missouri Basin and ""ort Peck proj
ects, North Dakota, like' every other 
Western State, is affected by the Bureau 
of Reclamation's program of general in
vestigations. The committee has reduced 
the budget request for general investiga
tions from $5,000,000 to $125,000. This 
action will virtually wipe out a well
trained, technical staff of Reclamation 
engineers that could not be replaced for 
years. If funds for this advance plan
ning are cut off . now, all of the long
range studies that have been started by 
the Bureau of Reclamation will have to 
be abandoned and much of the valuable 
information which has been amassed to 
date will lose value through lack of r,on
tinuity. It w111 cost a lot more in the 
long run. 
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Some of this money is needed to carry 

on cooperative work with the State De
partment and the · International Boun
dary Commissions in planning the con
trol and utilization of waters from in
ternational streams. You may .not real
ize that my Ste.te of North Dakota has 
several international streams, such :l.S 

the Souris River, that are of concern to 
this country and to the .Canadian Gov
ernment. As our neighboring countries 
deve~op the land and water resources _of 
the international river basins, and untiL 
definite agreements are consummated, 
our bargaining position becomes weak
ened. 

Most of the State of North Dakota is 
within the Missouri River Basin, and 
plans for development of several 1m- . 
portant projects, such as the Missouri
Souris and Knife Rivers, have already 
been authorized by the Congress. These 
are sound projects that will someday 
contribute importantly to the welfare of 
North Dakota; as well as the Nation. 
There are a .lot of other basins that 
should be fur-ther developed, ·and the 
only way to get the plans ready is to ap
propriate sufficient investigation. money 
to the Bureau oi Reclamation-. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For personal s~rvices in the District ~f 

Columbia and in the field, $200,000. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, I otrer ,_an 
amendment, which I send to the .Clerk's 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follow~:
Amendment of!ered by Mr. GoaE: 
Page 2, line 2, strike out "$1,000,000" and 

insert "$1,164,417 ." 
Page 2, line 12, strike out the <;Olon, insert 

a period, and strike out the :anguage in 
lines 12, 13, and 14 , reading · as follows: 
"Provided further, Th.at no part of this ap
propriation shall be used for the Division of 
Power under the Otftce of the Secretary." 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, if we have 
a Secretary of the Interior who this year 
has wasted $472,000 in his own office then 
he should be dismissed. That is how 
much below what the Office of the Secre
tary is using this year . this bill would 
cut the Office of the Secretary. How
ever, I am not seeking to restore that 
full amount. 

What does this amendment do? In 
practical effect it does only one thing; 
it restores the Division of Power in the 
Secretary's Office with sufficient appro
priation for that purpose. In my opin
ion, the committee has made a g_rievous 
mistake by eliminating it. 

The Government of the United States 
has an investment of many hundreds of 
millions of dollars in hydroelectric dams. 
The Secretary of the Interior is the ad
ministrative head of the largest power 
program in the world from which the 
Government receives a revenue annually 
of more than $30,000,000; yet by this 
bill we are denying the Secretary the 
expert staff of engineers, accountants. 
analysts, or even the clerks, the file 
clerks or a stenographer, necessary tore
view the rate structures and to supervise 
the technical job of administering the 
duties of this tremendous responsibility. 

In the Flood Control Act of 1945 the . 
Congress. placed the sole responsibility in 
the Secretary of the Interior for the mar
keting of power generated from hydro-

electric dams built for flood ·control by 
the Corps of Army Engineers. Many of 
these dams are now under construction. 
Some of them will come into the pro
duction of power next year. Yet by· this 
bill we would abolish the Division of 
Power in the Department of the I~terior. 

Here the proponents of private power 
are making the same blind mistake in 
the name of private enterprise, that was 
made in keeping the Muscle Shoals Dam 
i.dle so long. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment·strikes· 
at the heart of efficient administration 
of public power. It is not a question of 
whether we are going to build other 
hydroelectric dams. It is a question of 
whether we will' allow the administrative 
authority to have under his supervision 
a Division of Power for the exercise of 
supervision and administrative good 
judgment over an enormous investment, 
business, and program. That is the 
question. And what is the amount? 
Only $164,000. Perh,aps that is not as 
much as the president alone of one single 
power company would draw ·in salary, 
and yet we deny that to an administra
tive agency that has supervision .over the 
gre.atest power program in the world. 
Indeed, we deny any funds whatever,for 
the agency by this bill. That is· false 

, economy if I correctly understand the 
meaning of that term. · . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of . the . 
gentleman from Tennessee ·has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close i:h 10 minutes. 

The CHAmMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? · ·· ·-

There was no objection. 
The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from California 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman and Members of the House, 
the only purpose in taking this time is 
to ask some questions of the chairman of 
the committee Ol' someone who is famil
iar with this matter. As I understand, 
in the Flood Control Act it provides that 
the Army . engineers shall administer 
power projects of flood-control dams. 
What I wish to know is this: In a multi
ple-purpose dam, like the Shasta Dam, 
where flood control is one of the features, 
does that mean that the power project 
in that dam will be administered by the 
Army engineers? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The division of 
authority depends upon what agency re
ceived the a}Jpropriation and for what 
major purpose it was constructed. For 
instance, if your Shasta Dam, which is 
part of the Central Valley project, is a 
part of the Reclamation Service, then the 
dam is operated by them. In flood-con
trol dams. like Denison Dam and Norfork 
Dam, they are flood-control dams and 
operated by the War Department Corps 
of Engineers. Bonneville Dam is oper
ated by the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. In 
other words, where the major feature is 
flood control plus hydroelectric develop
ment. this 1s for the Army Engineers to 
take over? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I would·say that 
probabiy. one of the major features .fs 
crystallized in first getting the dam au
thorized ·as a flood-co.ntrol project or 
reclamation project and how· it is author
ized by the Congress. 

Mr. :GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of. California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORE. As the gentleman has 
learned from the answer of the distin
guished gentleman from Ohio, the duties_ 
under the Secretary with respect to 
power are roughly divided into two parts, 
but remember that the Secretary of the 
Interior has administrative responsibili
ties for both types of projects. The Di
vision of Power by this amendment would 
have sufficient appropriations to exer
cise the necessary administrative juris
diction here in Washington, the super
vision of the power program in both 
phases; and the Secretary has sole re
sponsibility for marketing all the power 
to be generated by . flood-control hydro 
dams.- . . 

Mr. JOHNSON of California . . I do not 
quite understand that-the Secretary 
has sole responsibility for marketing all 
.the power. 

Mr. GORE. TPe Secretary of War has 
sole responsibility for the marketing of 
power front the hydroelectric dams built 
by the Corps of Engineers for flood con
trol, but having multiple purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. What 
Secretary and what Department? 

Mr. GORE. The Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would 
like to ·ask the chairman of the subcom
mittee or one of the other members what 
was the purpose or tl:ie necessity of this 
reduction in the cost of administering 
this power phase in the office of the Sec
retary of the Interior? ·was there over
staffing or was there waste or what was 
it? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. If the gentle
man wants me to make my address dur
ing his time, I shall be glad to. 

Mr. JOHNE!ON ·of California. No; I 
do not mean that. The gentleman is 
going to exp;ain it later? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Yes. 
Mr. GORE. If the gentleman will 

yield, I do not like to anticipate the very 
fine and eloquent address that we are 
soon to be privileged to hear. but I think 
I can inform the gentleman that the 
·burden of that able address will be that 
the Bureat• of Reclamation can do this, 
but at 'least the Secretary should have 
some means within his control to exer
cise supervision over even the operations 
of t!!e Bureau of Reclamation. But the 
Bureau of Reclamation has plenty to do 
in the West without coming c:iown into 
Georgia, into Tennessee, and up into 
Maine to market power from hydroelec
tric dams. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. What 
would be the e:ffect, for instance, on the 
branch offices. where they have a certain 
number of men studying rate schedules 
and other power problems? Will they be 
curtailed by the passage of this act with 
the pres~ut amount? · 

Mr; ·GORE. The language is that no 
funds shall be available for the Division 
of Power, wherever they are. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Mr. -Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

M:... JOHNSON 01 Califo!'nia.· I yield 
to the geutleman from Mi:sissippi~ 

Mr. RANKIN. I call attention to the 
fact that the same thing applies to the 
dams built by the Army engineers under 
ih~ la?¥s reported by the Con:mittee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

The CHA-TRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Ohio 1Mr. 
JONES]. 

.Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman. will the 
gEmtleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

·Mr. BUSBEY. May I make this brief 
observation. that the gentleman ' from 
Tennessee [Mr. GoRE] seems to be fol
lowing the pattern that he established 
very early in the session. That pattern 
is to offer amendments to put back Into 
the bill all the cuts the Republican· side 
Wishes to make. and then, after he has 
ttied to put these moneys back -in the 
bill. he will take the floor about once a 
week and chide us for not keeping <lur 
promise to the people of this country to 
cut down unnecessary· expenses of gov .. 
ernment. 

Mr.. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chalrman. 
the committee has been very liberal in 
providing for salaries for the Secretary's 
office. Let us go back to 1938. The Sec .. 
retary of the Interior had for his office 
then $420,000. In 1939 the Secretary 
had $505,-860, and in-1940, $545,410. That 
was before the war. A 'lot of thi'ngs hap
pened during the war and the Secretary's 
office grew, as many agencies of the Gov
ernment grew. So the Secretary this 
year bas $1;298,337 to spend to adminis
ter-the program of the Department uf the 
Inter-ior. .. - ' . ·- " 

··:No one was fired when the President 
froz~ most of, ·their construction ful).ds, 

. and their program hasr been curtailed. 
Instead of having a -reduction in force 
in the head oftice they have .incr~ased 
it in inverse propo-rtion to the Presi.dent,s 
liinitation of their activities. If the com
mittee were going back to the 1938 level 
and would just give them salary In
creases based upon the 1938 personnel, 
do you know how much the committee 
could have allowed the Secretary <Jf the 
Interior for this item? About $850,000. 
So the committee has been most liberal. 

Now let us turn to the other phMe of 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Tennessee. They have some
where around $131,000 in the Power Di
vision. What is the Power Division? It 
is a transmission belt to keep the Sec
retary informed of what his own depart
ments are doing on the various reclama
tion projects, the Southwest Power Ad
ministration, .and the Bonneville Power 
Administration. That is all. The next 
thing is to keep him in touch with his 
duties and responsibilities with reference 
to marketing power from Hoo<t-eontrol 
dams. There is very little marketing 
from flood-control dams at the present 
moment, very, very little. There are a 
lot of darns authorized. The decision 
as to what kind of generators will go into 
those dams -is certainly a War Depart
ment function, but this Power Division 
proposes to figure that out. The Power 

Division should be eliminated and the 
Bureau of Reclamation, that has a $12,-
000,000 engineering outfit in Denver thl:s 
year, should figure out how the Secre
tary is going to market his power. 

Mr. RAYBURN . . Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. · 

Mr. 'q,AYBURN. The gentleman says 
the Bureau of Reclamation. under the 
Department of the Interior, is going to 
take the place of the Power Division. I 
thought the gentleman in his colloquy 
with the gentleman from California a 
moment ago indicated that the Corps 
of Engineers was going to handle this 
power business at multiple-purpose dams 
that were bunt primarilY for flood 
control. . _ 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. As the gentle
man knows the Denison Dam and the 
Norfork nain. in which the gentleman is 
very interested and which. erea:te hydro
electric energy, handle the generation of 
power at those dams. Bu+ the South
western Power Adininistration· transmits 
and sells power. The· Southwestern 
Power Administration has uffices in 
Washington and Mr. Blalock is Doug 
Wright's representative of the South
western Power in Washington. Now, in 
addition to the money spent by Doug 
Wright's representative in Washington, 
this Power Division is piled on top ot 
that. -

The Bureau of Reclamation has a 
Washington office. The Bonneville 
Power Administration has a Washing
ton office, and on top of all that they 
have superimposed the Power Division of 
the Department of the Interior. 

·Mr. RAYBURN. The gentleman <ices 
not intend by &the abolition of this Power 
Division in the Department of the Inte
rior to put the Corps of Engineers in 
business for the purP<>se of marketing 
power or anything like that? . · · 

Mr. JONES. of Ohio. No, sir. The Sec
retary has charge of the marketing of 
power and the Secretary has charge of 
and -supervision of the Bureau of Recla
mation. Therefore, when the Bureau of 
Reclamation does Power Division work 
it \\<ill still be the Secretary of the In
terior. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I was just wondering 
whether you were not going to mix up 
the Corps of Engineers tn fixing rates 
and selling power, and so forth. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. No, sir. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, Will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. Is it not a f?.ct that we 

have a Federal Power Commission, and 
a very able Commission I might say. 
which iS wen staffed and which does this 
very thing that this power branch of the 
Departm~nt of the Interior has been 
trying to Jo, but in our opinion has done 
a might~~ poor job? Is that not a fact? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. That 1.; a fact. 
M.r. JENSEN. 1 would like to have our 

good friend . the gentleman fro~ New 
York [Mr~ ROONEY] tell us what he 
thinks of the power branch of the De
partment of the Interior. Would the 
gentleman please ten us? 

' The CHAmMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman fr.om Tennessee 
[Mr. GOREl. 

The amendment wa~ rejected. 
Mr. RABIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment whi~h is at the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RABIN: On page 

2, line 22, strike out "$200,000" and substi
tute in place thereof "$300,000." 

Mr. RABIN. Mr. Chairman, before I 
discuss this amendment I would Uke to 
say a word about economy. I have heard 
in the consideration of these appropria
tion bills that one side of the aisle is 
econOJilY minded whereas the other side 
is not. I submit everyone in the House is 
economy minded. The difference, it 
seems to me, is bow that word is applied 
to the problem at hand. Simply cutting 
expenditures does not constitute economy 
to my way of thinking. Because the 
budget ~f a retailer in a small store tn 
Washington is leSs than the budget ·of 
Macy•s department store, is ' no proof 
that the retailer is running his place in 
a more ~nomieal manner than the 
great department 13tore. · 

'The sto.rY thai best exemplifieS econ-
omy to my mind is the one where the 
Scotchman said to a young fellow, ••Do 
you want to mal,{e a dollar?" and when 
the young fellow said,- ''Yes," the Scotch
man said, "W<€11 find me two dollars ... 
Yuu have got to look at the balance sheet. 
If the expenditure of mon-ey wlll bring 
a greater return in money than that 
which is spent, th~t expenditure could 
be considered good economy .. - Whe·~ we 
spend money that brings returns benefit
ing the health, welfare, and prosperity 
of the people -of the country, that ex
penditure could be considered economy. 
I do not think 1t is economy to cut down 
the number of special agents in the De· 
partment of the Treasury. I might say 
that anyone here could find any number 
of accounting ofticers· that· would be glad 
to undertake the job of examining tax 
statements on a contingent basis. with 
good profit to them and good profit to 
the Government. I do not consider the 
Treasury Department cut good economy. 

Now, coming down to this specific 
amendment: It affects no specific proj
ect as such. Therefore it may not have 
particular advocates who are in fa-vor of 
the continuance of one or another proj
ect. On the other hand, it affects the 
maintenance of the Office of the Solicitor, 
the nerve center of this great Depart
ment, as far as the legal work is con
cerned, and as such, it should have gen
eral support. 

Man:r people of the country do not 
participate directly in any of the activ
ities of the Interior Department. but all 
of the people have a vital interest in 
maintaining a 24-hour watch over the 
public resources that belong to us all, no 
of those resources. We count on the 
Department of the Interior to take care 
of those resources. We count on the 
chief law adviser of that Department, 
the Solicitor and his staff, ·to serve as 
chief watchman for this vast property 
of the American people. · 

We appropriated $300,000 last year for 
that watchman's job, and about the same 
the year before. Back in 1938, which 
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the Appropriation Committee says it is 
taking as a model, we appropriated 
$280,000 for ·that job, which at current 
Government wage scales would make 
approximately $380,000. Our Appro
priations Committee asks us to cut that 
down to $200,000 for the coming fiscal 
yetl,r. 

In 1938 the Solicitor's office had 89 
people on its pay roll. The next year, if 
the committee has its way, it will have 
just half as many employees as it had 
in 1938, and we will expect them to do, 
with half a staff, a much larger job 
than they had to do in 1938;- for since 
then we have legislated added responsi
bilities on that office. 

The average cit:·zen, whether he ·uves 
fn New York or Wyoming, owns· about 
30 acres of public lands with all of the 
oil, gas, minerals, timber, wlldlife, dams 
and ;mprovements that are located in 
those acres. He needs a law office to 
protect thosl 30 acres and that law office 
is the office of the Solicitor of the De
partment of the Interior. It takes 
dozens of law suits, hundreds of opinions 
and thousands of communications and 
legal warnings to maintain that prop
erty intact and to see that the lessees 
and water users and oil drillers pay 
what they owe for what they are allowed 
to take. · 

Pending litigation with which the 
Solicitor of the Interior Department is 
concerned involves sums in the neigh
borhood of $200,000,000. In one single 
case in which -a judgment was recently 
rendered for oil that was taken from the 
public domain without proper payment, 
the United States won $1,240,000, four 
times the Budget Bureau's estimate for 
this office and 6 times what is now pro
posed. Another court ·judgment con
firms United States title to 5CJO,OOO acres 
of llind to which a railroad laid improl)er 
claim. Cash recoveries which the In
terior Solicitor obtained on behalf of our 
Indian wards in litigation or adminis
trative proceedings against users of 
Indian property and other parties 
amounted to $579,180. In addition, the 
Solicitor's office has passed upon this 
year or still has under consideration tort 
claims and contract claims of private 
citizens amounting to somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $3,000,000-ten times 
the appropriation item which we are 
told is too-extravagant or 15 times the 
proposed allowance. 

We now have only 30 lawyers in the 
Solicitor's office. This cut would reduce 
that force to about 20 lawyers. How 
can we protect our ~ast resources with 
a ·central legal staff so pitifully small? 
We cut $100,000 from the budget but we 
do not save it. We lose a great deal 
more. It is not economy. This amend
ment s·1ould pass. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. RABIN], 
has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 
· Mr. Chairman, I think it would be well 

for everyone to look at volume I, page 
254, and see the number of attorneys 
that are · in every branch and agency of 
the Department of the Interior. For at
torneys: aut~orized positions, 1n 1947, 

for personal services, they have $1,768,-
123. This Solicitor's office is the head 
office in the nature of a general counsel 
for the Department, and it seems to me, 
with the tremendous number ·of folks 
who are allowed in each of the depart
ments, with the number the committee 
has allowed in the head office with whom 
these fa.lks in the Department may con
sult, $200,000 is an ample amo~nt for the 
Solicitor's office. 

Mr. RABIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. RABIN . .Is it not true that in 

this general office there are no more 
than 30 lawyers, less than a good New 
York law firm? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Yes; but con
sider the law firm for the entire Depart
ment of the Interior. Instead of spend
ing the $307,000 requested in the budget, 
the gentleman would also have them 
spend $2,098,000 next year. That would 
be a pretty big law office. 

Mr. RABIN. One further question: 
Is it not true· that if this cut goes 
through it will decrease the number of 
lawyers in that office that supervises this · 
great number of lawyers throughout the 
country, cut them down to 20? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. That is ap
proximately the right number, too; and 
we cut them a lot less in the depart
ments. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

·Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr.- JENSEN. I might say that in by

gone years the departments of the Gov- · 
ernment were in the habit of going to -
the Department of Justice for their legal 
advice. We have a great Department of 
Justice with many lawyers in it, a De- · 
partment that is costing the taxpayers a 
great deal of money. Some folks do not 
think certain branches of it are doing a 
very good job; nevertheless, the Interior 
Departmen'ii has available for their serv
ice and at their request the whole Justice 
Department; and on top of that they 
have . today 300 attorneys in the De
partment of the Interior. Certainly . it 
is way beyond any reasonable amount, 
and I hope the amendment is defeated. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
we call for a vote and ask that the 
amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For necessary expenses of administering 

and carrying out directly and in cooperation 
with other agencies a soil- and moisture
conservation program on lands under the 
jurisdiction of the Department of the In
terior in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of April 27, 1935 (16 0. S. C. 590a-
590f), and Reorganization Plan No. IV, in
cluding $100,000 for departmental personal 
services, including such services in the Dis
trict of Columbia; printing and binding; 
furniture, furnishings, office equipment, and 
supplies; purchase of four passenger motor 
vehicles, and hire, maintenance, and oper
ation of aircraft. $1,500,000: ProVided, That 
tht.s appropriation shall be available for 
meeting expenses of warehouse maintenance 
and the procur~ment, care, and handling of 
supplies, materials, and equipment stored 

. therein for distribution to projects under 

. the supervision of the Department of the 
Interior. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I . 
move to strike out the. last word and take 
this time in order to ask the chairman 
of the committee some questions with 
regard to the language on page 3. I have 
here in my hand an amendment which 
I thought to offer to page 3, line 20, mak
ing provision with regard to the use of 
the $1,500,000 in that item. May I ask 
the chairman or some member of the 
committee concerning the program of 
airplane planting and seeding on range 
lands? 

Mr. JENSEN. I am very happy to 
have the opportunity to express my views 
and I am sure the views of every member 
of the committee on this very subject, 
this matter of airplane pellet seeding. 
We think it. is one of the finest things 
and one of. the most valuable programs 
we have under way today for soil and 
water conservation on the great ranges 
of this Nation. In the report we said: 

The committee Ls much interested in the 
aerial S3ed planting program of this service 
and h 'opes that a reasonable portion of the 
appropriation will be used for continuation 
of this important and most necessary work. 

I ma:v say that in my opinion, and 
from what I can learn from the Soil and 
Moisture Division of the Department of 
the Interior, they hope to use at least 
$150,000 for this program in the fiscal 
year 1948. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am very glad to 
get that statement from the gentleman 
and his expression .of views in regard to 
it, also the expression by the committee 
in the report. 

I feel that $150,000 will hardly be suffi
cient for this work, unless this is exclu
sively for the planting of pellets and does 
not include . the cost · of seed. In my 
judgment there should be a similar 
amount avallable for purchase of seed. 
Not less than a total of $300,000 should 
be available for this fruitful development. 

Mr. JENSEN. Of course, if the De
partment feels so inclined, it can make 
more money available of the $1,500,000 
which this bill provides for soil and water 
conservation. I would be very happy if 
the Department did see fit to spend· at 
least $200,000 or $250,000 of that amount 
for this pellet seeding program which 
has proven to be most satisfactory. Dr. 
Adams has worked hard on this pro
gram and is doing a wonderful job. Ev
erybody in the West is interested in it 
and everyone on the committee, in the 
Congress and in the country who knows 
anything about it feels it is a worth
while program and that it is money well 
spent. 

Mr. MURDOCK. With this statement 
coming from the committee, I will not 
offer the amendment to earmark $300,
ooo for this pelletized seeding work, but 
I regard the expression just heard from 
the committee, together with the gen
tleman's quotation from page 10 of the 
report on the bill, as a part of the legis
lative history of this item and the equiv
alent of a directive in regard to this ex
penditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Arizona has expired • 
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The Clerk read as follows: ... 
Construction, operation, and maintenance, 

Bonneville power transmisSion system· ~ To 
.. enable the Bonnevtlle Power ·. Administrator 
to carry out the duties -impo~ed upon him 
pursuant to law, including the construction 

. of transmission lines, substations, and ap-
purtenant facilities; operation and mainte-

. nance of the Bonneville transmission system; 
marketing of electric power and energy; 
printing and· binding; services as. authorized 
by section 15 of the act of ·August 2, 1946 
(Public Law 600) ; purchase of i4 in the ~cal 

. year 1948 and hire of passenger motor ve
hicles; and maintenance -and operation of 
aircraft; $6,907,800, to be available ·until 
expended, of which amount not to exceed 
$2,500,000 shall be available in the fiscal year 
1948 for operation and maintenance of the 
Bonneville transmission system, marketing of 
electric power and energy, and administra
tive expenses connected therewith, including 

· $12,000 for personal services in t}le District 
of Columbia: Provided, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be available for work 

' performed on a force account basts. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

. an amendment. 

. The .Clerk read as follows: 

gentlemen· on ~e majority side -are fa
miliar with the fact that the Pacific 
Northwest is power hungry. 
· The construction items in the budget 

request, which includes contract authori
zations, were reduced 80 percent or from 
$21,578,000 to $4,307,800. The specific re
ductions in the construction items in-. 
elude: 

The Grand Coulee-Snohomish trans
mission line was reduced from $6,000,000 
to $1,000,000. This will upset existing de
livery schedules, and will prevent the 
early delivery of Grand Coulee power into 
the north Seattle shortage area. There
sulting loss in power revenues is certainly 
not prudent management. 

The Columbia substation additions to
talling $141,000 were ·completely elimi
nated by the Republican members of this 

. committee. This is a trunk-line ~witch
ing station necessary for the safe opera
tion of the main circuits into Seattle as 

· well as the relief lines to the Hanford 
atomic bomb plant . 
. A contract authorization covering the 

McNary-LaGrande transmission line was 
Amendment offered by Mr. RooNEY: · completely eliminated. 
Page 5, line 23, after the word "purchase The new facility construction allow-

of", strike out the w.ord "fourteen" and in- ance, including contract authoriZation, 
sert the word "thirty." -

Page 5, line 24, after the semicolon and was reduced from $11,248,800 to $1,-
before the word "and", tnsert the words ''pur- 021,000. This action reduces the power 
chase of one in the fiscal year -1948." capacity scheduled to meet the critically 
.. Page 6, line 1, strike -out "$6,907,800" and short southwestern Oregon area. It also 

· insert "$20,278,000." eliminates all eastern Washington and 
Page 6, line 3, strike out "$2,500,000" and Idaho REA and PUD connections. Items 

insert "$4,700,0\lO." designed to provide relief to overloaded 
se:;a~:2~:~.~. 6· strike out "$12•000" and tn- transformer banks and switching equip-

Page 6, line '1, strtke out the word ·"Pro- ment were completely eliminated, as 
vided" and all of lines a and 9. were provisions for the protective relay 

system. Such action by the Republican 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, up to majority compounds serious hazards no\v 

the present m-oment ·the Members on the existing. . · 
majority side from the-·Pacific Northwest Members on the majority side of the 

. nave rendered nothing but lip service . aisle, the matter of Bonneville power is 
-~ with regard to the reclamation projects now fairly and squarely in your laps. I 
· and .t:Jower ·projects in · that area. They 

will now ·!'lave an opportunity to vote · heard my friend the gentleman from 
· · Oregon [Mr. ANGELL] this morning say 

with regard to the appropriations for that he did not intend to offer an amend
Bonneville Power Administration and if 
those one or possibly two members who .. ment to rectify the amount of this drastic 
spoke yesterday and today are sincere in . cut made by the majority members of the 
what they said, they will vote for this . committee . . I trust that he will now go 
amendment which increases the meager along with the amendment which I offer, 
amount allowed by the majority of the 'which is in behalf not only of the people 
~ommittee to the amount requested by of the great Pacific Northwest but of the 
the .President and the Bureau of the citizenry of America. -
Budget. Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 

Mr. Chairman, the Bonneville Power ask unanimous consent that all debate 
Administration was established by act of on this amendment and all amendments 
Congress on August 20. 1937, to market thereto close in 20 minutes. 
at wholesale the available electric energy The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
generated at Bonneville Dam, located 40 ·. to the request of the gentleman from 
miles east of Portland, Oreg., on the Ohio? 
Columbia River. It is now responsible There was no objection. 
also for marketing the power developed The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog-
at Grand Coulee Dam, at McNary and nizes the gentleman from Washington 
Foster Creek Dams, and the dams to be [Mr. JACKSON]. 
built on the Snake r ·ver. Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 

There ts no question today about sell- Chairman, this amendment goes to the 
tng power or having a market ·for power very heart of our Northwest economy. 
in the ·Pacific Northwest. There is no Cheap power has been the backbone of 
question, therefore, that the money for much of our new industry in late years. 
these great projects will be repaid in toto The question before the House at this 
to the Federal Treasury. The question time is a simple one. If the House fa
in the Pacific Northwest is rather one of vors adequate appropriations to com
whether the new dams and new genera- plete the construction of these transmis
tion can be installed rapidly enough to sian lines to various parts of the Nor--th
keep abreast of the growing demands of west, they ought to go about it in a 
that region for power. I trust that the prudent businesslike manner. Obvious-

Iy if the total cost is going to run twenty 
or thirty million dollars the House should 
not attempt merely to give lip service to 
certain construction items and carry 
them out over a period of 15 or 20 years 
when by providing the necessary funds -
now the Government will get its money 
back that much sooner. You must re
member that virtually all the items in 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York are reimbursable. 
They will all be paid back to the United 
States Treasury. The more transmis-:
sion lines that we can construct now. 
the more revenue will be available to the 
Treasury of the United States. If we 
want to be logical and consistent, why 
should we not do this in a prudent man
ner? If the Government is not inter
ested in providing these transmission 
lines, if that is the policy of the Con
gress, then we should not make any ap
propriation. But it is certainly not wise 
nor is it appropriate to provide funds on 
a trickle basis which in the end merely 
gives lip service to a power program but 
fails to provide a workable plan and 
funds to finance it. 

Let me say that this is not a public 
versus private power fight. Some of our 
largest industries in the Northwest are 
vitally concerned about the power short
age. They need power now. Repre
sentatives of some of the largest corpora
tions in the Northwest appeared before 
the committee and asked that the funds 
be made available so that they could get 
t.he power now. One of the largest pri
vate utllities in the Northwest, the Puget 
Sound Power ~ Light Co., made strong 
reference to the Grand Coulee-Snoho
mish line ·so that power could be made 
available to them now to supply their 
customers. The same applies to many 
of the public utility districts in the 
States of Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho. 

I hope the Members of this House .wm 
use prudent judgment. I think we will 
be wasting funds if we merely provide 
a token appropriation. You must re
member that it takes a long time to com
plete these projects. The contracts must 
be entered into and materials must be 
ordered, and unless we go about it in a 
businesslike way we are not saving any 
money for the taxpayers of this country. 

I hope the members of this commit
tee will support the amendment· offered 
by the gentleman from New _York. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to com
ment generally about the provisions of 
this bill. 

I am vigorously opposed. to this bill 
as reported from the committee. · Many 
of the amendments proposed here today 
would be helpful if they were to be 
adopted. However, in my opinion, they 
will not be approved and no minor re
visions or sop tossed out for appease
ment will satisfy me that this bill meets 
the over-all needs of our people. 

This Interior appropriation bill of 
1948 should be called the "strangle the 
West" bill of 1948. It is the third reg
ular appropriation bill brought before 
this Republican Congress this session 
and the committee asks a 47 ~percent cut 
in it; in the two previous appropriation 
b.Uls, involving over 90 times as much 
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money, actually less money was cut than · 
is proposed in this bill. Evidently econ
omy for the majority party primarily 
means economy in the West. For some 
people, the word "economy" must mean 
strangling the great western reclamation 
and public-power projects which are the 
cornerstone of our expanding industry 
and agriculture. 

I challenge any Member of this House 
to demonstrate the true economy of 
delaying from 5 to 40 years the de
velopment of our western projects which 
are investments and not expenditures. 
Every cent of money from the United 
States taxpayer to finance Bonneville, 
Grand Coulee, and the other proposed 
dams anc! reclamation programs will be 
returned to the funds of the United 
States Treasury. Real economy would 
be to complete these projects as fast as 
possible so the American people can start 
to get some money back on the already 
huge investment they have made in the 
destiny of the West. · Inexcusable delays 
in the completion-of this work, as pro
posed here in this bill will mean only 
higher rates for the consuming public, 
the farmer, and the industrialist. 

The West is a new, expanding frontier 
and, as such, ·should riot be judged by 
the same criteria as the older, more 
stable regions of the ·Nation. However, 
I want to warn the Members of this 
House, they are parts of the same organic 
entity and if the West does not prosper, 
certainly it will be felt elsewhere. 

H. R. 3123, the Interior appropriations 
bill, brought before this House by the 
Republican Party in their ax-swinging 
campaign, seeks to cut down the sound 
investment of the American people in 
their future wealth· and security. I do 
not have to explain to you gentlemen the 
soundness of investment in irrigation and 
power projects . which repay principal 
and interest, or the soundness of invest
ment in conservation of lands, mineral 
resources, fish, and wildlife: You gen
tlemen know that these investments re
turn a thousandfold to the American 
public in increased national prodpctivity 
and increased ability to consume the 
products of our prosperous economy. 
You know that these investments mean 
more agricultural and industrial oppor
tunity; more jobs, more markets, in· 
creased incomes, new businesses, a larger 
tax base making possible lower· tax rates, · 
a higher and better standard of living 
for John Q. Public, and more national 
security. I want to remind you gentle
men again that these are investments, 
not expenditures, and that the benefits 
they yield are extended over the whole 
future life of our economy. The bill 
which the majority party has brought 
before this House seeks at this time to 
cut down on the long-run program of 
America's investment in its future which 
was undertaken by the founders of our 
country and has been carried on by each 
successive generation. To show on paper 
that they want fewer funds to lease the 
United States Treasury in ftscal1948, the 
Republican Party proposes this bill, to 
cut down on investment in resource de
velopment and conservation. The ·effects 
of such a cut would be long-ruri, not just 
this year and next, but ·10 arid 50 years 

from now. The questions before this 
House are whether such sound long-run 
investment should be cut down and 
whether it should be cut down at this 
time and stage in our economic develop
ment. My answer to both of these ques
tions is a loud "No.'' 

I cannot discuss all the damaging pro
visions of this bill, but I should like to 
cite several examples of its implications. 

First I should like to point out the 
need for power in the area I know best, 
my State of Washington and my district. 
Dr. Raver, Bonneville Power Adminis
trator, in his statement .before the sub
committee said: 

Already the power shortage is of such 
major proportions as seriously to· threaten 
the industrial and economic development of 
the Pacific Northwest. While power is be
ing supplied to most of the new alumi· 
num plants, whi<.h have reopened during 
the past year, we have had to turn down 
requests for power for still more aluminum 
production amounting to some 200,000 kilo
watts, or approximately the output of two 
Grand Coule.e generators.~> · Later in the test~
mony Dr .. Raver added: "The development of 
the hydroelectric ·resources of the Pacific 
Northwest is of tremendous importance· ·not . 
only to the region but to the Nation as a 
whole. A potential m·arket of two to two 
and a half million kilowatts in this region 
exists in the electrochemical and- electro
metallurgical fields alone d~ring the next 10 
or 20 years. This potential market does not 
represent tte shifting of industry from the 
East to the West, bu+ represents · the Nation
wide expansion of the fastest growing group 
of industries in the country-the electro
chemical and electrometallurgical manufac
turers. 

If the required power supply is not 
made available in this region there is no 
other place in the United States where it 
can be made available in sufficient amounts 
and at the required low cost. These indus
tries are indispensable to the new industrial 
age of chemicals and metals; hence, they will 
be establisl)ed somewhere. Already Ameri
can corporations have developed some plants 
close to foreign sources of power. The Union 
Carbide & Carbon Corp. produces ferro
alloys and calcium carbide in Norway where 
the company has over ~5.000 kilowatts in 
hydroelectric facilit!es. The Aluminum Co. 
of America was responsible for planning in 
1926 a famous hydroelectric project in 
Canada, which was built dUring the war in 
order to produce alum:inum. . Unless Ameri
can corporations can obtain low-cost power 
1I1 the United States in the future, .they cer
tainly may be expected to build some plants 
in other countries. The United States 
should realistically face this situation. 

Not only the light metals and electro
chemical companies are in desperate 
need of more power. The Crown Zel
lerbach Corp., located on the north
ern Olympic Peninst~la, manufacturing 
vitally needed wood pulp~ which is per
haps the largest private operation of its 
kind in the State, is unable to obtain 
sufficient power through its hook-up with 
Bonneville Power Administration's pres
ent lines servicing the local public-utility 
district and its oil and hog-fuel steam 
plants combined. 

This and other specific examples point 
up the fact that the actual power-load 
growths on the Olympic Peninsula and 
in ·the industrial areas· along· the east 
side of Puget Sound have materially in
creased over previous surveys,-~·a.nd it is 

very apparent that the whole area is 
going to have a brake placed on its 
economy, unless available electrical 
energy and power-transmission facili· 
ties are expanded now. Municipalities 
and rural electrical cooperatives also 
need power now and in these next few 
years. Representatives from these pub
lic ·groups joined with representatives 
from private and public power operators 
at Tacoma, Wash., January 22 to work 
out some manner of meeting the power 
emergency through cooperative action 
to make more electrical energy available 
within the next several years. They 
were in agreement upon the need; their 
joint responsibility, and the Federal re
sponsibility to carry the power from 
Government dams through Government 
transmission lines to the region's load 
centers. For the interests of the econ
omy of the region and the Nation as a 
whole, the Federal Government must do 
its part to meet these power needs now. 
Postponement of further investment to 
meet the power needs of areas such as 
the Puget Sound area not only _disrupts 
the ·economy of those regions, but it is 
wasteful and expensive from the long
run viewpoint. For economy, construe-

~ tiort on projects once undertaken must 
proceed as rapidly as possible in order 
that the Government may get a return 

· on Its already large . investment. Reve
nues cannot accumulate 'until the power 
is on sale, and the power generated can
not be marketed until construction. of 
necessary facilities is completed. Post
ponement of their completion further 
postpones the return with interest of 
the capital invested to the Treasury 
funds. Also, losses are incurred by de
terioration of equipment already in
stalled and machinery used in construc
tion during periods of inactivity. Per- · 
sonnel turn -over is costly in both money 
costs of hiring and firing skilled per
sonnel and in human costs. 

Over 60 percent of the employees of 
the Bonneville Power Administration are 
veterans who have returned to their pre
war jobs under the GI bill of rights to , 
cont~nue their contribution to the devel
opment of the resources of the West and 
to support themselves and their fam
ilies. The majority of them are highly 
skilled technicians loaned to the armed 
service's during the war; they are the 
only personnel available in the area who 
can do this highly technical and danger
ous work. Postponing the completion of 
scheduled power facilities or banning 
force contract work will mean that these 
veterans will be deprived of their jobs. 
Even were other skilled personnel avail
able · in the area, or were it possible to 
get private contractors to take on this 
work, we would be failing in our obliga
tion to these veterans, inasmuch as pri· 
vate contractors would, in these circum
stances, have no obligation to give these 
veterans job preference for the positions 
they would have to fill in their com· 
panies. 

Postponement of scheduled construc
tion of power facilities is uneconomic 
and undesirable. 

I would also like to point out the false 
economy of postponing further construc
tion work on· the irrigation aspects of 
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projects such'as·the Columbia,-River de• 
velopments. Repayment by:water users 
of. their allotted . ·share of. .construction 
costs cannot begin until the water . is 
actually on their lands: Delay in .com• 
pleting canals ttes up the taxpayers loan . 
or investment over an unnecessarily 
lengthy period. At the. same time the 
total costs of the project are increasing 
as idle, partially completed . canals de
teriorate, .equipment and machinery ·be
comes obsolete, and the experienced 
skilled personnel are lost from the pay 
rolls. There is every reason to .rush 
completion of the Grand Coulee proj
ect, and no real justification _for post
ponement or curtailment. Here is a vast 
area fitted for pioneering in agriculture 
and small business which we have prom
ised our war veterans and other citizens 
seeking new opportunity. They seek this 
opportunity now, as soon as it can be 
Qffered, not 15 or 40 year~ in the. future. 
They want to . Q.evelop their lands . and 
businesses while they J.re still young and 
during this period when capital is readily 
obtainable for their initial investments. 
Frank Banks, Grand ·Coulee construc
tion engineer, presented. a chart to the 
subcommittee during the hearings show
ing how long it would take, at variou~ 
rates of expenditure, to complete the 
planned facilities for 50,000 acres of land 
in the Columbia .Basin area to be put un
der irrigation~ At the rate of $10.000,-
000 per year, the irrigation of crops can 
begin by 1963. !~vestment' of $25,000,· .. 
000 per year wm permit . irrigation to 
begin by · 1955. If rou~hly $30,000,000 
are invested per year, as the President's 
budget . .for 1948 provides, this acreage 
can be put under irrigation by 1953 or 
J954. Soil experts · predict that- unless 
more new fertile lands are brought into 
cultivation within the. next few decades 
this country will begin to suffer a short
age of agricu~tural products. The -Na
tion needs more cultivatable land soon. 
The demand for reclaimed land·is imme
diate, not in the distant future.. There 
is every reason why construction should 
proceed at top speed. 

Elect'rical power is the energy base on 
which rests the economy of the whole 
Northwest region. Water is the only 
practical power base available; genera
tion of electrical energy from coal is too 
expensive in this area; generation from 
oil is not only expensive but impossible 
in large scale due to the shortage of fuel 
oil. The Northwest is dependent upon 
the development of its power resources. 
:The people of the United States have 
realized this urgent need and the great 
benefits derived by the whole country 
through natural resource development 
and have invested heavily in the North
west. The people of the region foot the 
bill eventually; through power rates and 
payments for irrigation water they pay 
back the power investment with interest 
and the capital on the irrigation invest
ment. They are ahead .of schedule in 
making repayments at the present time. 
Power and reclamation have proved so 
sound financially that : even with vast 
economic abuse during the war they are 
repaying the Treasury funds with a 
bonus; they are one of this Nation's. best 
investments.. ~e future of our econ-

omy depends upon the availability of 
raw materials and the stability of our 
energy base. 

I . plead . with the Members of -. this 
House to join with me in ·recommitting 
this bill, when the motion is made, to 
protect this Nation's investment in the 
future of the West. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes .the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. KEEFE]. 

Mr. KEEFE . . Mr. Chairman, I can 
. see -perfectly good reasons why the gen
tlemen from the Western States sholild 
become exercised here on the floor and 
fill the RECORD with their opinions as to 
the terrorism to be inflicted upon their 
people if this bill does not pass, but I 
sometimes wonder whether or not they 
are really reflecting the sentiment of 
the people as clearly as they pretend to 
here on this floor. 

This morning I received an air-mail 
letter from a very distinguished gentle
man in the city of Seattle, a man whom 
I have known for over 50 years. He is 
one of the leading lawyers in the city of 
Seattle. For years he has occupied the 
_position of Chairman of the Interna
tional Fisheries Commission. He is a 
very distinguished proponent for things 
in· the ·great Northwest. I thought it 
might not be amiss to give to the Con
gress what he says in this letter. I 
quote: · 

· ALLEN, HILEN, F'ROUDE & DEGARMO, 
Seattle, April 22, 1947. 

Bon. FRANK B. KEEFE, · 
House ot Representatives, 

washington, D . c. 
· DEAR FRANK: I notice that Congress is get
ting tough with the Interior Department on 
appropriations and I want you to know that 
there are plenty of people out in this part 
of the country that are all for it. There 
would be no t ears shed out ·here if you 
abolished the Indian Bur-eau and ln the 
opinion of many of us the civtl arm Of the 
Army Engineers and the Reclamation Service. 
Though they both have some things to their . 
credit. they have become typical money-mad 
bureaus. 

Enclosed 1s a little screed entitled "Dams 
or Salmon" which has a lot of merit ·to it. 

Enclosed also is a resolution on congres
sional appropriations which I believe will 
interest you. I drafted it _myself. It was 
unanimously passed by our Chamber of 
Commerce and has teen widely circulated out 
here on the Pacific Coast. Maybe if you got 
some of the Wisconsin chambers to adopt 
similar resolutions, it would strengthen the 
hands of those in Congress who are trying 
to hold down appropriations. 

Best regards, I ai:n, 
Yours very truly, 

NED 
(Edward w. Allen). 

Here is a resolution unanimously 
adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of 
the City of Seattle. The gentleman ·who 
just addressed you comes from that city. 
Here is what they say in their unanimous 
resolutio~: 
BESOL UTION ADOPTED BY THE .BOARD OF TRUS

TEES, SEATTLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, MARCH 
4, 1947 

. The Seattle Chamber of Commerce reas
serts its wholehearted approval of the avowed 
intention of the Eightieth ·congress of~ the 
United States to eliminate .au unnecessary 
Govemmen t spending a.nd to reduce· Federal 
appropr!atlo~. 

Although this chamber has from time to 
time recommended specific appropriations 
for projects deemed .meritorious, and expects 
from"tiine to time to make similar recom
mendations, all such actions shall be con
strued in the light of the following prin
ciples: 

1. That this chamber demands that in 
making appropriations this State and this 
region receive from Congress as favorable 
consideration as given to any other State or 
region in the Nation. 

2. That if this State and region does re
ceive such equitable treatment, this chamber 
in turn is willing that this State and regio'n 
make its proportionate sacrifice to attain 
the primary objective of reducing the ag
gregate of governmental spending t o the 
very minimum essential to proper function
ing of the Federal Gover~ment . 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Iy.rr. KEEFE. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 

might say to the gentleman that the 
items in question in the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York 
relate primarily to transmission lines 
and the very agency or association he 
has quoted has endorsed the recommen
dation made by the Department for 
these funds. It ha:.i nothing to do with 
dams as such or the construction of 
these dams. 

Mr. KEEFE. I am offering the resolu
tion from your chamber of commerce 
fQr ·what it may b~ w·orth. To me, it 
expresses what I believe is the fair senti
ments oi the people in the Great Pacific 
Northwest, namely, that they are no dif
ferent from the people in my State and 
they realize that we must save this Gov
ernment and they know what a terrific 
job we are going to have to try to cut 
and save · anything on · this Federal 
spending. · · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
ANGELL]. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. ·chairman, I spoke 
previously this morning ·for 5 minutes 
on this Bonneville appropriation. As I 
stated then, it is in my district and I 
apt vitally interested in it. I am very 
much concerned about the apropriation. 
Of ·course, I am familiar with the facts. 
The major portion of this money that 
has been cut from the budget has to do 
with traJ::\smission facilities, including 
substations and other facilities, in order 
to market the power. The dams at 
Bonneville and Grand Coulee have al
ready been c~:mstructed. Largely, the 
generators have been installed. There 
are. a few yet to be installed at Grand 
Coulee, but at Bonneville they are al
ready in. We have the power and will 
h,ave additional power when the Grand 
Coulee generators are installed, and ·.ve 
must have the marketing facilities to sell 
the power. ':'he power belongs to Uncle 
Sam. It is his project and he has paid 
three or four hundred million dollars 
f01:· it and other public works in the 
Columbia River Ba:::in dependent on it. 
Yet, without these facilities to market 
it, the wat_er will go over the dams and 

· out to the sea and this vast amount of 
power will be .wasted, and the money 
whict. would come from it and which is 
available· now, will be wasted and the 
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Federal Government will be unable to 
recoup its investment. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. -'\NOELL. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Is it 
not true that about 2 months ago all the 
private utility companies and many of 
the private corporations dependent on 
power unanimously endorsed the 'items 
contained in the gentleman's amend
ment? 

Mr. ANGELL. That is absolutely true. 
It is not a fight between the utility in
terests, public and private, and Federal 
control or public ownership. It is a 
question of supf>lying the industries of 
the Northwest with much-needed power 
which the utilities distribute. We have 
the power and we need the marketing 
facilities in order to cash in on it. It 
seems to me it is certainly a very' non
sensical procedure not to give the neces
sary funds for-marketing this power. It 
will come back to the Government when 
the power is sold. 

I · will include in my remarks I made 
earlier today an analysis which shows, 
dollar for dollar, where this money 
would go, and the purpose of it. _ 

Mr. Chairman, I certainly will support 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. I realize it will probably 
not be accf:!pted. As I said earlier, I sin
cerely hope that my colleagues on my 
side of thr aisle, when this bill comes 
from the other body, if these items pro
viding for much-needed facilities for 
Bonneville are restored, will give them 
their support. I refer not only to those 
of us from the West who know the sit
uation but those who are here in the 
House from other districts who want to 
support the Federal Government in pro
tecting the immense investment that it 
has made in these projects. As I said 
earl.ier the worth of this investment was 
demonstrated during the last war when 
we provided one-third of the aluminum 
which went into the airplanes to win the 
war. In the Northwest today there is a 
dearth of power. Hydroelectric power is 
at a premium. We could not sell the 
large magnesium war project which the 
Government put in at Spokane and now 
owns because there was no power to op
erate it. We have this power and we 
need these new facilities to market it. 
Many do not realize that it takes from 2 
to 5 years to put on order and then con
struct and install these immense facili
ties to market this power. So we have to 
provide ahead from 2 to 5 years in order 
to have the marketing facilities perfected 
when the power is ready for distribution. 
Otherwise we lose the power and the 
revenues available from its sale. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANGELL. I gladly yield to the 
gentlemar from New York. · 

Mr. TABER. Does the gentleman real
ize that next year, under this bill 
they will have available at Bonneville 
$18,ll00,000 as against $11,000,000 for this 
current ytar? · 
· Mr. ANGELL. I am very familiar with 
those figures, and notwithstanding the 
funds the gentleman mentions, we will 

certainly be without the necessary funds 
to bui1d these substations and transmis
sion lines to market the power which will 
come from the new generators at Grand 
Coulee, and eventually from McNary 
Dam, which is now under construction, 
unless we provide the funds now for these 
faci-lities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The- time of the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ANGELL] 
has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield to the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. STOCKMAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Oregon IMr. STOCKMAN] is recog
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, my 
home is equidistant from the two ereat 
darns that generate the power for the 
Bonneville Power Administration. ·About 
175 rniler. from home tc. the west is the 
Bonneville Dam and about 175 miles to 
the north is the Grand Coulee Dam. 
The Bonneville Darn comes · within a 
mile and a half of the edge of my dis
trict. I merely state these facts to give 
you an indication that I should be some
what conversant with conditions exist
ing in the Bonneville Power Adminis
tration. 

In view of the fact that the Admin
istrator of the Bonneville Power Ad
ministration when he appeared before 
our committee failed, in my opinion, to 
give us the facts that we asked for to 
the extent that we were not able to 
judge accurately and correctly what the 
conditions were out there-in other 
words he w2.:; a master of subterfuge, 
confusion, and evasion as to the condi
tions and facts pertaining to this situa
tion.:_! think our subcommittee was most 
generous in what was allowed the 
Bonneville Power Administz:ation to op
erate with in 1948. 

In further support · of that contention 
I offer you the fact that they have $11,-
755,000 left over from last year with 
which to operate, together with $7,000,-
000 that we gave them this year. If 
they cannot construct power lines to 
convey the power from those two dams 
with that money then the transmission 
lines come t.oo high. 

Furthermore, to operate the darns and 
the power-transmission system they al
ready have, and will have next year, a 
force of 2,031 employees. That is a 
young army in itself. This is broken 
down as follows: 457 employees in op
eration and maintenance; 183 in shop 
and equipment service; 628 on design 
and construction; 53 in general engi
nee:i'ing; 156 in customer service and re
source management; 386 in financial 
and business and various services; 47 in 
the personnel division; 53 in the district 
offices; 27 in the legal service; 31 in gen
eral administration. This makes a total 
of 2,031. 

Of the $11,755,000 left from last year, 
$4:000,000 is for administrative work, 
leaving $7,735,000' for construction. 
But this committee allowed them the 
following sums: $2,500,000 for adminis
trative work; $4,307,800 additional for 
construction. I have watched the de
velopment of the Columbia River proj
ect from the beginning to the present 

time. In, my judgment they have enough 
money adequately to take care of their 
present. needs and the possibility that 
they may have too much, especially in 
view of the fact that the committee is 
still in the dark as to what has been 
done with the money already given them. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired; all time on this 
amendment has expired. 

The question is on the amendment. 
The c..rnendrnent was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Construction: For construction and acqui

sition of transmission lines, substations, and 
appurtenant :acilities, and administrative 
expenses connected therewith; including 
purchase .of 10, and hire of passenger motor 
vehicles; for temporary services as authorized 
by section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 
(Public La\ · 600) but at rates not exceeding 
$50 'er diem for individuals; and printing 
and binning: $1.246.000. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offtred by Mr. RAYBURN: Page 

7, line 2, strike out the period. insert a 
comma and the following: "which amount, 
to~ether with the unexpended balant:e of ap
propriation for this purpo:.;e contained in the 
Interior Depar+;ment Appropriation Act of 
1947, is hereby continued available until 
expended." 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Ap
propriations is willing to accept the 
amendment, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ThP question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN]. 

Th£. ame.~idrnent was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Appropriations herein made for the Bureau 

of Land Management for "!1J.a,nagement, pro
tection, and disposal of public lands, Bureau 
of Land Management," ''Rang£ improve
men.;-," and "Fire fighting" shall be available 
for the hire. maintenance, and operation of 
aircraft. · 

Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention 
to the fact that the Bureau of Land 
Management is one of those agencies the 
primary obligation of which is to man
age a great portion of the Nation's as
sets. The Government owns in continen
tal United States now practically one
fourth of the landed area and when we 
include Alaska about 36 percent. We 
hope to. have a classification of this land 
made from time to time. In order to 
have a proper classification of the land .. 
so that there might be homesteads set 
aside for veterans in certain areas it is 
necessary to have adequate funds for 
this purpose. 

I am not going to try to cover all of the 
various items. I will just hit some of the 
high spots and in the interest of conserv
ing time will also discuss the Fish and 
Wildlife· Service and the Park Service at 
the same time. 

The Park Service has had to skimp 
along for several years but it has done 
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a remarkably fine job with the funds it 
has had. The number of people going 
into the national parks is increasing 
every year. Last·year more than 21,000,-
000 people went into the national parks 
and it is expected a larger number will 
go into them this year. 

Let me give you some of the instances. 
Out at a national monument, north of 
Flagstaff, the custodian has had to clean 
out an old cliff· dwelling there· and use 
it for the residence of his family. At 
Fort Laramie, Wyo., the custodian had 
to clean out an old cavalry barracks more 
than 50 years old, and his wife and four 
children lived there. At Rocky Mountain 
National Park the superintendent of the 
park has to go across private land in or
der to get to the Government property 
itself. 

Those are some of the problems that 
face the Park Service, a service that has 
a fine, l'ligh type of personnel and we 
must realize that in order to conserve the 
great assets of this Nation we have to 
provide adequate funds. 

The Fish and Wildlife Service has been 
cut to the bone in a number of instances. 

Now as to the Fish and Wildlife Serv
ice, the Nation should have the benefit 
of research and the beneftt of these 
studies that are being made with refer
ence to disea'ses that strike fish from 
time to time. The funds that have been 
allowed are such that they will have to 
cut out the marketing news service, and 
the failure to have a proper marketing 
news service may result in a glut in a 
particular market at one time and a 
shortage in another. A disastrous glut 
in one market will cause the fishermen 
to lose more than the amount which is 
asked for. At another period of time 
when there is a shortage of fish products 
in another area of this count_ry, the 
amount they ask for may be lost to the 
consumer. ~hese funds are actually 
necessary. 

I am hurriedly pointing out several 
items with the hope that we can work 
out these items, here, or in the Senate, 
or in conference. 

Funds for fire protection in Alaska 
were requested but denied. The eyes of 
the country are turned toward Alaska 
because we are trying to work out the 
settlement and development of that great 
area. Fire may be disastrous in that 
great area, and it is important not only 
to preserve the forests and settlements 
but also to keep down the smoke, so that 
we might have air transportation there. 
I am calling these things to your atten
tion, hoping that the bill may be finally 
whipped into shape and these matters 
taken care of. · 

Ground water study is another impor
tant item that has been cut to_ the bone, 
and the study stopped by limitation in 
the bill. I want to call this to the at
tention of the House. This is important 
and an amendment will be offered later 
and other Members will discuss it and 
I urge the adoption of an amendment 
covering this. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE APPROPRIATION 

It seems to me that a primary obliga
tion of the Federal Government is to pro
tect its own property adequately and to 

provide for -its management in such a 
way that the public, which owns it, is 
able to · make safe and satisfactory use 
of it. This general remark is· directed 
specifically toward the national park 
system. In it are some of the most valu
able possessions of the American people, 
established by Congress or under con
gressional authority, with the under
standing that they would be cared for 
properly, given full protection against 
injury or misuse, and made available 
for public enjoyment. Responsibility for 
doing all those· things has been placed 
on the National Park Service; but it can
not possiblY meet that responsibility as 
it should be met with less than adequate 
funds. I am convinced, after examina
tion of the committee's bill, that it does 
not provide enough to permit the Na
tional Park Service to perform its job 
satisfactorily. 

Last year, with seriously insUfficient 
staffs in the field and in the offices back 
of the line, the national park system had 
a greater number of visitors than in any 
previous year in its history-nearly 21 -
600,000. There is every indication th~t 
this year's total will equal or surpass 
that of last year. Director Drury of the 
National Park Service tells me that there 
has never been a year in which it was 
necessary to contend with so much van
dalism. While, for most Aqtericans, the 
correction of this situation is a process 
of education in' the proper care of their 
own property, there is a minor percent
age of those who visit the parks whose 
destructive impulses can be curbed ef
fectively only by a show of authority, 
and that means having rangers constant
ly or frequently in those places where 
damage can be done most easily. 

The National Park Service is endeavor
ing to re-form its forces after the terrific 
reductions to which it submitted will
ingly, during the war. That is ~ot an 
extravagant aim. The amounts pro
vided in this bill still fall far short of 
making that possible. A continuing in
adequacy of funds means overwork for 
employees in all the parks and monu
ments and in the regional offices and the 
Director's office; it means the ultimate 
loss of trained personnel; it mean::; un
satisfactory service to the public; it can 
only mean ultimately serious damage to, 
or los~ of, historic or scientific or scenic 
features that cannot ever be replaced. 
Savings here, catried to undue lengths · 
as I believe they will be if this bill is 
given approval, will prove, in the long 
run, no savings at all. 

The National Park Service for several 
years has actually had inadequate funds 
and has had to scrape along. They have 
done a remarkably good job under great 
handicap-not only handicap, but actual 
physical hardships to its personnel. In 
one area the custodian of a national 
monument had cleared out an old bar
racks and he and his Wife and children 
were living in that. In another area they 
cleared out an ol~ cliff dwelling. In 
another place a house just intended for a 
gatekeeper had to be used ·by the entire 
family. In one national park members 
have to go over private propery to get to 
the superintendent's home. The interest 
in the national parks is rapidly increas-

ing; more and more people are going into 
the parks. Highly trained personnel 
must be kept, and our property preserved. 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Other members wm discuss the general 
problems of the Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 

Commercial and pleasure fishing, both, 
constitute an important part in the na
tional economy. The fisherm~n. per 
man and per man-hour employed, pro
duces more food than any other food 
producer in the Nation. He not only 
produces human food, but produces fish 
scrap that is used for fertilizer-plant 
food-and protein and oils for cattle 
poultry, and hog food, a.S well as oil fo~ 
industrial uses. An appropriation of 
$401,000 was requested for the division 
of commercial fisheries leaving only $75,-
000 for Federal research. The sum of 
$400,000 represented no increase over 
previous years, while the cut to $75,000 
provides funds barely equivalent to those 
received 20 years ago. The proposed cut 
w111 terminate virtually an statistical 
surveys, research, and services for com
mercial fisheries. The study of interna
tional fishery economics would cease. 

· The industry would be deprived of data 
with which to combat the great threat 
of competition from imported fish, shell 
fish bacteriology examination, aid to vet
erans in ~eeking to begin new fisheries 
enterprises, studies of Alaskan salmon· 
waste problem, investigation of which 
has been made by five technical labora
tories of the Fish and Wildlife Service 
would be virtually ended. A decrease of 
40 percent in the appropriation o1 $141,-
600 for the Fishery Market News Service 
would drastically curtail market news 
operations. The fish industry consists 
of so many small and widely scattered 
enterprises that the industry itself is 
unable to assimilate complete and ac
curate market information. This serv
ice is not only important to the fisheries 
but it is important to fish handlers and 
to the people itself. One day's glut of the 
market in the wrong area, and 1 day's 
shortage in another area causing the 
price of fish to ascend rapidly will more 
than wipe out the attempted saving. 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

The Bureau of Land . Management 
within the Department of the Interior 
has for a number of years been giving 
substantial revenue to the Federal Treas
ury. It is composed of the former Gen
eral Land Office and the Grazing Service. 
In this Bureau there is a backlog of 
thousands of applications which if they 
could be processed speedily would enable 
private capital to be invested with re
sultant employment and benefit to the 
Nation. Instead of a cut there is actual 
need for additional fun"ds for this Bu
reau because additional work has been 
placed on the Bureau in recent years. 
Members of Congress have been prod
ding this Bureau to dispose of many iso
lated tracts which would be more eco
nomical to have in private ownership 
than in Government ownership, but be
fore this can be done it is necessary for 
surveys to be made. This bill also pro
vides a cut in the field force of the Bu
reau and necessary land surveys and 
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classification work and other field work 
necessary to the processing of the appli
cations can be greatly expedited if the 
field force is adequate. 

·Alaska is one frontier toward which 
many eyes are turned and which we are 
all hoping for speedy development. One 
hundred and seventy thousand dollars 
for fire control and suppression work in 
Alaska has been disallowed. Fire con
trol means not only the saving of prop
erty but it is of great assistanc~ and 
probably absolutely necessary in safety 
in air travel. A growing population in- ~ 
creases fire hazards, and one disastrous 
fire can cost far more than this item. 

The Taylor Grazing Act has been of 
tremendous benefit to the Nation. Only 
$373,000 has been allowed for the admin
istration· of 140,000,000 acres of public 
land. 

On lands administered by the 0. & C. 
Administration in western Oregon there 
is one of the finest stands of timber yet 
remaining under Federal jurisdiction. 
The estimated requirement for this Ad
ministration was .reduced by $44,300, 
notwithstanding the fact that this or
ganization in the Bureau-of Land Man
agement is returning to the Treasury · 
each year far more than it expends for 
administration. while at the same time 
makes a great contribution to the lumber 
needs of the Nation. -There ·are also 
certain limitations in the bill that I do 
not feel was .intended to be placed there
in and which I. will question members 
of the committee in the course of the 
debate. The public lands of this country 
are a great asset. We should have a 
complete stock taking and classification 
and study as to what these lands con
tain. This would be a great investment. 
To cut funds so as to. merely hold the . 
lands in trust and do nothing and find. 
out nothing about them is false economy. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I took the floor a 
few minutes ago, Mr. Chairman, to ask 
some questions of the committee with 
regard to range reseeding, I was de
lighted to find a favorable attitude of 
the committee in regard to that work. 
I would like now under this subheading 
to go a bit further '?lith it. 

As all of you know, a great portion 
of the West can never be cultivated in 
the sense that we cultivate land in the 
humid sections. Much of the area in my 
State and of the whole intermountain 
country, as well as much of the North
west and Pacific Southwest, is fit only 
for grazin5 or for forest production. 
Now, much of our land has been over
grazed. We have great difficulty finding 
range for the livestock pP.ople. I call 
particular attention to the overgrazing 
that has resulted· on many Indian res
ervations. Time aft~r time I have called 
attention to the fact that the Navajo 
Indian Reservation is overgrazed and the 
Indians have had to be reduced 66 per~ 
cent in many cases in their permitted 
sheep units. But even so, they have over
grazed their range ground, and it 1s 
eroding. 

Much of the silt that goes down the 
muddiest river on this continent to fill 
up Lake Mead washes off of the Navajo . 

Indian Reservation. Now, I think we 
can do something about that. I want to 
call attention to the fact that the lower 
Colorado River has a billion dollars in
vested in it. Why does not everybody 
living in the Pacific Southwest rise up 
here and say that Boulder Dam, Lake 
Mead, a billion-dollar construction on 
the lower Colorado, must be protected? 
How can you protect it? , You can· pro
tect it by cutting out or minimizing 'the 
erosion that is taking place above Lake 
Mead. 

Now, I was pleased to hear the com
mittee favor experimenting. We are 
trying to reseed those areas from air
planes by · the pelletized seed method. 
We have succeeded already on the Pa
pago Indian Reservation. in planting 
thousands of acres of -range land with a 
drought-resistant seed, a seed that has 
been imported from Africa, that is, the 
Lehman lovegrass seed. It will flourish 
and furnish good food for stock where 
the rainfall is less than 8 inches annu
ally. Other seed are used suitable to the 
climate, soil, and altitude. 

We are attempting to cover vast areas 
not only in my State, for that is only · a 
beginning, but all through the West. If 
we can make grass grow where· it did 

. grow 10.0 ·years ago. or 50 years ago but 
where it does not grow now, we can enor~ 
mously increase not only the livestock 
industr~ but the whole 'e(fono,IDY of the 
·west. Let us say 98. percent of the inter• 
mountain' area Is fit only fo:r gra2'ing or 
for timber. It is a point of good hus
bandry to experiment, to reforest, and to 
reseed the range land. That is the thing 
for which I plead and am thankful it is 
'provided here. 

I mention particularly the Indian res
ervations because we made a start there 
last year and because there the need is 
most drastic. But it is needed through
out the public domain and in the national 
forests and also on private lands. 

I talked with the biggest cattleman in 
the State of Arizona a few months ago 
and he said, "I have a large range. It is 
supporting four cows to the section." 
Many of you from the East can hardly 
understand that, four animals to 640 
acres, yet that is typical range land ·all 
through the intermountain country. 
This man was interested in a private 
effort. If we can double or triple the 
carrying capacity of the ranges, which I 
think we can dtJ, we ought to do it. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman who is 
now addressing the House should be 
highly complimented for the great inter
est he is taking in this airplane pellet
seeding program. · A.; I said before, I 
think it is one of the most important 
programs we have under way at this time 
to conserve soil and water. Being a great 
advocate of water and soil conservation 
myself, as is the gentleman from Arizona, 
I assure him that I want to work with 
him in every way possible to further this 
most urgent and important program that 
is now being carried on by Dr. Adams 
whom many of you know as an able, con
scientious, honorable gentleman. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Let me thank the 
gentleman again for his keen insight into 
the value of this work. Grass is inighty 
important and in more ways than might 
be first thought of. The history of the 
human family could be written in the 
well-told story of hay. In this program 
I am not alone thinking of increasing 
the carrying capacity of our ranges for 
livestock production but I am also think
ing of the protection of the watersheds 
above our great reclan;1ation dams and 
reservoirs. A properly protected water
shed is as important an item in the total 
of a reclamation project as is a dam or 
canal system. This actual reseedtng with 
proper seed· pelletized for better germi
nation and growth is one of the acknowl- -. 
edged features of a fini::;hed reclamation 
system. ::r'hus this program bids fair to 
play a part in reclamation as well as 
range-land rejuvenation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Alas~a native service: For expenses neces

sary to provide for the support, rehab111ta
tioil, education. conservation of health, de
velopment of resources; and relief of destitu
tion of- the natives" o~ Alaska: the repair, 
rental, and equipment of school, hospital, 
and other buildings:· ·the- purchase or erec
t_ion of range c~bin_s; the hire, repait:, equip- · 
ment, maintenance, and operation of ves
sels; and for . the administration · ot the 
Alaska natfve service,~ $3,250,000. , 

.Mi. · BARTLETT.- - Mr. Chair~an, I 
offer an amendment. . · · . 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BARTLETT: On 
page 12, line 17, strike out "$3,250,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$4,069,000." 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, tpe 
Department of the Interior has a primary 
Federal responsibility in Alaska. De-

.· velopment there or lack of development 
depends · to no inconsiderable extent 
upon the annual appropriation bill for 
that department. On an over-all basis, 
the subcommittee treated us in Alaska. 
very well, and I am grateful for that, 
but some rather serious cuts were made. 
However, I have-no intention of offering 
any amendment except with respect to 
this one item having to do with the 
Alaska Native Service. 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriation 
allowed in this bill is $819,000 less than 
was asked for by the Budget. It is $469,-
000 less than provided for the current 
fiscal year. I have a lot of figures here 
which I could cite to you, but this is a 
proposition dealing with human health 
and happiness and human lives, and I 
do not think numerals and percentages 
could mean ' too much in that situation. 
The amount the committee has allowed, 
$3,250,000, is a lot of money, I will admit 
that. It takes a good many ordinary 
income-tax payers to make up that 
amount of money. The amount asked 
for, $4,069,000, is even more. 

It is much more money than we got 
for that purpose a few years ago. The 
need arose on account of our neglect in 
the past. Primarily the need exists be
cause nothing was done in the Territory 
with respect to the problem of curbing 
tuberculosis until the Congress acted 
last year and authorized the construc
tion of one tuberculosis sanatorium. · 
That sanatorium, while not actually built 
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now, has an . accessory buildipg. that is 
accommodating some patients. We will · 
have to come before the Congre_ss later 
for more money until tuberc.ulosis is 
curbed. I think two additional -sanatoria 
will be required. The job wni tak : 15 or 
20 years. A considerable amount of 
money will have to be spent during that 
period. But it will be an investment in 
humanity, an investment in our own 
country and for our own citizens. OUr 
Indians, the Aleuts and the Eskimos, are 
not reservation people. They are full 
citizens and the process of their fuller · 
participation in the economy of the white 
people is going ahead rapidly. 

Mr. Cha,irman, if the provisions of this 
bill prevail it will be necessary to dis
charge from the sanatorium operated by 
the Women's Missionary Society of the 
Methodist· Church tri Seward, Alaska, 
about 50 patients. They will have to go 
home. They are not cured but they will 
have to leave the hospita-l anyway. 

·The hospital at Juneau, Alaska, a so.:. 
bed institution, will have to be closed. 
The patients will have to be discharged. 
. We will be going backward instead of 

forward. We -cannot afford to do that 
at a time when, perhaps properly, we are 
sending hl,tndreds of millions of dollars 
and even billions of dollars overseas to 
feed the stricken people there. We 
should not neglect our own citizens. · 

I am mindful of a story told me by a 
school teacher at Point Barrow, Alaska. 
He said in 1929 one EskimQ out of 10 had 
tuberculosis. In 1943, 9 Eskimos out of 
10 had tuberculosis·. That disease came 
from the white people. The responsibil
ity ls ours. We must face it. We must 
iive them . a hand so that they can be 
cured. 
: -Tuberc~losis does not know when a 

fiscal year starts or when a fiscal year 
ends. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, wil.I the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield. 
. Mr. OWENS.· Does the gentleman 

have some figures to support the charge 
that these people will have to be released 
from the hospitals in bad condition? If 
so, would you give them to us? 

Mr. BARRETT. Yes, surely; I 
would be more than happy to do so. I 
am told that under the amount suggested 
by the committee 23 day schools of the 
Office of Indian Affairs in Alaska will 
have to be closed. The Juneau Hospital 
which I mentioned, a 60-bed institution, 
will have to be closed. All private hospi
tal services will have to be discontinued. 
Ten field nurses will have to be dis
charged, the other cuts will have to be 
made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
amendment and all amendments there
to close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. · Mr. Chairman, we have 

given to the Alaska Native Service in 
this bill for the fiscal year 1948 the suni 

of $3,250,000. I will grant that it fs a 
little less than what was given last year. 
However, it will not be necessary, I can 
assure my very good friend the Delegate 
from Alaska, to deprive any native a hos
pital bed. They can make the saving 
in other branches other than in the hos
pitals. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
Mr. BARTLETI'. I agree that could 

be done in other ways. However, I am 
told it would practically mean a closing 
of all educational institutio;ns as an al
ternative. 

Mr. JENSEN. It is difficult for me to 
understand how it could possibly close 
any school. The committee has every 
respect for Mr. Foster, the Director of 
Indian Affairs in Alaska. I am sure Mr. 
Foster. being the very conservative. able, 
and frugal man that be is, will do a very 
good job for the Indians with the sum 
of $3,250,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time. \ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the Delegate 
from Alaska. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

· Education of Indians: For the support and 
education of Indian pupils tn boarding and 
day schools and for other educational pur
pose~. inclucUng educational facUlties au
thorized. by treaty provisions; tuition, care, 
and other expenses of Iridian pupils attend· 
ing public and private schools; support and 
education of deaf, dumb, blind, mentally de· 
ficient, or physically handicapped; the tui
tion (which may be paid tn advance) and 
other assistance of Indian pupils attending 
vocational or higher educational institutions 
under such regulations as the Secretary may 
prescribe; printing and binding (including 
illustrations); the support of an arts and 
crafts building at Anadarko, Okla., and In
dian museums at Rapid City, S. Dak., and 
Browning, Mont. , and on the Fort Apache 
Reservation, Ariz.; $8,000,000: Provided, That 
payment of tuition and .care of Indian pupils 
may be made from date of admission. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MUNDT: On 

page 13, line 22, after the word "Arizona", 
strike out "$8,000,000" and insert "$10,000,-
000." 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to have the attention of the com
mittee on this particular amendment be
cause it is in the nature of correcting an 
injustice which I am sw·e was not in
tended by the committee, and which I 
am sure would never have appeared in 
this bill if the comm,ittee had had an op
portunity to make a thorough on-the
spot investigation of the Indian educa
tional situation in America. 
: We are now in the process of spend-_ 

ing perhaps ten or. twenty billion dol
lars in order to help :;he victiJJ}S of Ger
man, Russian, Italian, and Japanese ag
gression in other parts of the world. I 
want to solicit your support for my 
amendment to appropriate an additional 
$2,000,000 to correct one cf the injus
tices dorie the only victims of American 
aggression, the American Indians. 

I hope this committee will think 
through these arguments, think through 
this obligation for itself and then use its 
best judgment, without relying on the 
Members of the other body to correct an 
injustice which I sincerely· believe ap
pears in this bill. . 

I would like to direct the attention of 
the Members to page 36 of the hearings, 
where you will find that in fiscal 1947, for 
the education of Indians, $10,000,000 was 
appropriated. That was last year. Be
cause of the increased costs of education, 
which all of you know have taken place 
in your own community, in your own 
State, and in your own school district, 
very conservatively the Indian Office 
asked that for the following fiscal year 
there be $11,865,000 appropriated for 
education. This was a sman percentage 
increase, smaller by far than has right~ 
fully been allotted to the teachers in the 
communities of every Member of this 
body here today. 

But what happened? Because of a 
misu.nderstanding which crept into the 
hearings at some point or other the com
mittee not only cut back this educational 
appropriation allotment to the "figure 
which prevailed last year, which would 
have meant a reduction of .some 15 per
cent, but they cut it back $3,865,000. My 
amendment simply proposes that in jus
tice to the American Indian, in justice 
to the Indian children who will get no 
education at all unless you approve my 
amendment, that we put this figure for 
next year at the same -level . it was for 
last year for educating- Indians. For 
educating white children all of us have 
to put the figure much higher than it was 
a year ago. It -is only decent justice that 
w:e deal equitably with Indian education. 

May I point out also that this Congress 
appointed a subcommittee to study In
dian conditions in 1944. I was acting 
chairman of that investigation. We 
made on-the-spot studies .and brought 
back recommendations. We reviewed the 
situation in the field, brought back rec
ommendations many of which have been 
adopted into law or incorporated in Bu
reau regulations and are working toward 
the dissolution, eventually, of the Indian 
Bureau. 

However, one of our major recommen
dations was to spend a greater amount 
of money to educate the Indians to the 
point where they could be self -support
ing, to. the point where they could get 
off the reservations and be out from 
under the administration of the Indian 
Bureau. This would mean less money 
for some other aspects of the Indian 
Service such as the employment of bu:
reaucrats and white officials in the 
Indian Bureau who do the administer
ing. But here we find we are turning 
the clock backward; here we find we 
are perpetuating the Indian Bureau by 
denying to Indian children the educa
tion they must ha,·e if they are going to 
be removed from our tax burdens and 
get .off from the reservations. What we 
are doing is in no sense economy; it is 
in no sense justice to the victims of 
American aggression, our first Ameri
cans, the ~ndians, the. involuntary wards 
of the Government. These Indian 
children will get no education at all in 
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many areas unless this body acts favor
ably to support my amendment to in
crease the e<!ucational appropriation by 
restoiing the $2,000,000 cut which the 
Interior Department subcommittee has 
placed upon this particular section as 
against what was spent in fiscal1947. It 
will still mean a reduction, may I say, of 
nearly $2,000,000 from the estimates 
made by the Bureau of the Budget as the 
minimum educational requirements for 
tlscal 1948. · 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, will -the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 
Mr. OWENS. Will the gentleman 

state what the committee meant when it 
said: 

The committee regrets that this obligation 
has not been met. 

Do they admit they have ·not met the 
treaty obligations to the Navajo Indians? 
· Mr. MUNDT. Certainly the Govern

ment has not met those obligations; it 
has met them for 90 percent of the In
dians of this country. The reason we 
have to keep on appropriating money to 
the Indian Service is because we have 
not educated the Indians to the point 
where they have an opportunity to be 
self-supporting citizens. · 

Mr. Chairman, when we deny Indian 
children who are the involuntary wards 
of our Government the education they 
require to become self-supporting, we 
practice short-sighted extravagance 
rather than sound economy. It is penny
wise, pound-foolish mathematics of the 
slightest sort. It is promoting a policy 
which will perpetuate the Indian Bureau 
forever rather than projecting one which 
will make possible its dissolution within a 
reasonable period of time. For every 
penny we save today by this type of econ
omy we wm be compelled to -spend many 
dollars in the tombrrows to follow. 
Denying Indian children the training and 
education they require to support them
selves off the reservation in the white 
man's economy is simply deferring the 
day when we can free our tax bills of the 
sizable annual appropriations this Gov
ernmenthas been making to keep Indians 
alive without allowing them to get ahead 
for over a century and a half. In the 
name of both justice and good budgetary 
procedure, I solicit your support for my 
amendment to restore to $10,000,000 the 
money to be appropriated for Indian edu
cation in America under the terms of this 
appropriations bill. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment close in 30 minutes. 

·The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman !rom 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Chs.irman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 

from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to commend the distinguished gentleman 
from South Dakota for offering his 
amendment. I have been a Member of 
Congress for 3 years. Each year when 
the- Department of the Interior appro-

priation bill has reached this floor I have 
spoken on the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a very 
caustic critic during these 3 years of 
the Indian Service and I still am; but 
today I am placed in a very anomalous 
position. With the action of this com
mittee in making such a drastic cut in the 
appropriation for the education of the 
Indians I cannot go along. Therefore, 
I am compelled to register my protest on 
the floor of this House because I am told 
that if this Committee concurs in the 
action of the Subcommittee of the Com
mittee on Appropriations there will be 
something like 5,500 Indian children who 
will be depri\Ted of an education. 

Mr. Chairman, my State of Oklahoma 
has the largest Indian population of any 
State in the Union: We have one-third 
of all the Indians in the ·united States. 
In my State we have 12 Indian boarding 
schools. I am told that if the Committee 
concurs in the action of the subcommittee 
there will be a large number of those 
boarding schools that will have to close 
and something like 1,000 Indian children 
will be deprived of an education. In my 
State we have compulsory education 
laws. The Indian children go to our pub
lic schools the same as the white children. 
With the reduction of tuition item our 
State will suffer along with others. The 
cut is too big and will cause untold hard
ship on our school districts. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the greatest in
dictments that could be made against 
this House, one of the saddest commen:. 
taries that could be uttered, is the fact 
that this Congress refuses to provide suf
ficient money for its wards. I am told 
that of the twenty or twenty-five thou-

. sand Navajo children, there are at least 
15,000 or two-thirds of that number, 
unable to go to school on account of this 
Congress refusing to ·provide money for 
sufficient facilities. What a pity! We 
should hang our heads in shame! 

Mr. Chairman, those 5,500 Indian 
children I spoke of a moment ago are 
not here today to speak for themselves, 
they are not here asking Congress to 
provide sufficient facilities for its wards. 
No. They are going to have to depend 
on the sense of justice of the House to 
provide sufficient school facilities in order 
that they may ultimately take their posi
tion in life along with their white breth
ren. So, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the 
members of this committee will vote 
favorably for the Mundt amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. D'E'.'ART]. 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to speak briefly in favor of the 
pending amendment. Tomorrow a sub
committee of the Committee on Pubiic 
Lands will hold hearings on six bills hav
ing to do with aid for Inliian schools all 
the way from Michigan and Minnesota 
on West. It is to be recognized in this 
situation that the Indians are wards of 
the Government and do not pay taxes on 
their property or on their land in sup
port of the local schools, which makes 
for a very difficult situation so far as the 

small count-ry school districts are con
cerned that most of these Indians attend. 
Without the support that is rendered by 
the Federal Government they cannot 
provide the educational facilities because 
Indian lands are not taxable. 

Therefore, when these funds are cut 
from the already inadequate amount 
that they had for that purpose, it means 
that those schools will either have to be 

. curtailed or completely closed. They 
cannot continue with the education of 
those Indian children. There is de
mand all over the country for the eman-

. cipation of the Indians. Before they 
can be turned loose and put on their own 
they must have at least a high-school 
education, and if we are going to provide 
that, and since legal taxation cannot be 
found to provide the amounts that are 
needed for these schools, it is necessary 
that we have funds from the Federal 
Government at least to the amount that 
we have had heretofore. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. D'EWART. I yield to the gentle
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It 
seems to me that there are two reasons 
why you need more funds. One is that 
the entire Federal pay scale has been 
increased in the past year. Even if you 
were to have the same dollars that you 
had last year, .you would not be able to 
obtain the same level of education. The 
second reason is .that some schools are 
already closed. I was in an Indian 
school last year where part of it was 
closed off simply because they did not 
have funds to maintain that much of it. 

Mr. D'EW ART. That is absolutely 
correct. These schools cannot continue 
b_ecause of the additional· cost, and be
cause they cannot tax the ,property of 
the Indians, and therefore the money 
must be had through this appropriation 
to aid these small country-school dis
tricts in educating these Indian children. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. D'EWART. I yield to the gentle
man froni Tilinois. 

Mr. OWENS. Is there not some way 
of handling this Indian Bureau without 
taking it out on the Indian children in 
this way? 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, I · would like to 
answer that question, because this very 
part deals specifically with the educa
tional fund. · This is not the general 
fund for the. Indian Bureau. It is not 
a question whether it should be $8,000,-
000 or $10,000,000 or $12,0CO,OOO which 
the Indian Bureau said was nec~ssary. 
The committee cut that from $12,000,000 
to $8,000,000, and I am asking to restore 
it to $10,000,000, which is what they 
had last year, and which is still a 15 
percent cut due to the increase given 
in teachers' salaries. 

Mr. OWENS. It seems to me that 
they are aiming at the Indian Bureau. 
I say, i;:; there not some way of handling 
this Indian Bureau without taking it out 
on the Indian children? · 

Mr. MUNDT. The committee has 
made a number of cuts, and nobody is 
asking to restore them, but to take it 
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away from the Indian .children is unwise, 
it seems to me. . . . ' 

Mr. D'EWART. The Indian Bureau 
budget \Vas $54,000,000, and it . was . cut 
to $36,000,000. We are -not asking that 
those other items be replaced, but we do 
plead for adequate education where it 
cannot be otherwise ·provided. 

.Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. D'EWART. I yield to the gentle
woman from Ohio. 

Mrs. BOLTON. May I ask on what 
basis the cut was made fer those chil
dren? 

Mr. D'EWART. Would the chairman 
of the committee like to answer that 
question: On what basis was the cut 
made for this educational appropria
tion? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The basis of the 
cut was made upon the fact that the 
committee thought that the States in 
which the Indian population lived ought 
to assume some of this responsibility. 
We did not cut out all these educational 
facilities. We allowed $8,000,000. Now, 
there are three States-Minnesota, Cali
fornia, and Oklahoma-where they· are 
required to furnish education to the 
Indian children. I say with this modest 
cut~ and with the burden of the Federal 

.. Government amounting to $259,000,000, 
the other States should follow the ex
ample set by these three States, one of 
which has the highest surplus in the 
treasury tn -Its history. There was some 
testimony given to us that the State of 
California can educate its own Indians 
and can do a better job than the Federal 
Government can do. That was the rea
son for the committee's action. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes· the gentleman from New Mexico 
[Mr. FERNANDEZ]. 
· Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chainnan, · I 

support the amendment of the gentle-
man from South Dakota. _ 

The action of ihe Appropriations 9om
mittee with respect to the educ_ation of 
the Indian children left· me rather 
stunned and puzzled, in that it seems 
diametrically opposed to the reco~en
dations of the select committee of this 
House which made a thorough study of 
the problem in 1944. That investigat
ing committee, as you will recall, was 
set up by the House under a resolution 
introduced by the able gentleman from 
Sout~ Dakota [Mr. MUNDT], who offered 
the amendment, and the committee, of 
which I was a member, did its work 
mainly under the direction of the gen
tleman from South Dakota who acted 
as chairman in the absence of the regu
lar chairman the gentleman from Mon
tana, Mr. O'Connor, now deceased, who 
was ill during a part of the time the In
vestigation was in progress; and I say 
sincere!!' that we were blessed indeed in 
having available to us the ability, clarity 
of thought, and sincerity of the gentle
man from South Dakota [Mr. MUNDr l. 

That committee concluded that the 
eventual liquidation of the Indian prob
lem, and the ultimate dismantling of 
the Indian Bureau, depends on the edu
cation of the Indian children, and it 
recommended expansion of that effort in 

line with an educational policy set out 
tn that report. 

Contrary to that report and in total 
disregard of its carefully considered rec
ommendations, the Appropriations Com
mittee, as the chairman of the subcom
mittee just said, now proposes to wind 
up the problem by drastically curtail.: 
ing funds for Indian education. It is 
utterly incomprehensible to me. I hope 
Mr. MuNDT's amendment will be adopted. 

In the report of that select committee 
of the House of Representatives to in
v-estigate Indian affairs and conditions in 
the United states, filed December 23, 
1944, the following recommendations 
were made: 

In large part, the eventual liquidation of 
the Indian problem and the dismantling of 
the Indian Bureau depends upon the degree 
of success achieved 1n the proper education 
of Indian children • • • the real hope 
of eliminating the need for an expensive and 
extensive Indian Bureau at some future date 
lies 1n the universal and Judicious education 
of Indian chUdren • • • . It cannot have 
anything but an unwholesome effect upon 
America as a whole 1! large groups of lndhm 
children continue to grow up tn ignorance 
through the failure to enforce compulsory 
education. 

The goal of Indian education should be to 
make the Indian child a better American 
rather than to equip him simply to be a bet
ter Indian. Scholarships, student-loan 
funds, and . other education st1mu11 should 
be provided so that Indian students wUl at
tend institutions of higher learning tn 
greater numbers. 

The Indian Bureau 1s tending to place too 
much emphasis on the day school located 
on the Indian reservation .as compared with 
the opportunities afforded Indian children 
in the off-the-reservation boarding schools 
where they can acquire an education in 
healthful and culttual surroundings without 
the handicap of having to spend their out-of
school hours 1n tepees, 1n shacks with dirt 
floors and no windows. tn tents, in wickiups, 
in hogans, or in surroundings where English 
is never spoken, · where there 18 a complete 
lack of furniture, and where there ts . some
times an active antagonism or an abysmal 
indifference to the vtrtuea of education. 

If real progress is to be made tn training 
the Indian clilldren to accept and appreciate 
the white man's way of life, the children of 
elementary age who llve 1n violently sub
standard homes on reservations should be 
encouraged to attend the o1f-tbe-reservat1on 
boarding schools where they can formulate 
habits of life equipping them for inde
pendent citizenship when they reach ma
turity. 

Your committee inspected off-the-reserva
tion or boarding schools at Riverside, Okla.; 
Pierre and Flandreau, S. Dak. In each of 
them we found Indian children receiving 
praiseworthy education and llving 1n de
sirable conditions. We believe that these 
schools and similar institutions should be 
expanded and emphasized. 

The committee then recommended the 
expansion of schools of this type, and 
proposed that a junior-college program 
be included in the system of Indian edu
cation; a placement service to aid Indian 
school graduates to obtain jobs in com
munities where their residence would 
receive ready acceptance is recom
mended; more schools with cottage 
dormitory living facilities is advised: 

It Is of vital importance that Indian chil
dren 1n the elementary grades receive a 
sound educational background and that they 

are encouraged to read. write, and speak the 
English language effectively. 

Some of the educational policies and . 
procedures of the Indian Service were 
criticized; and an e1Iort has been made 
to effect the corrections recommended. 
Now the House Appropriations Commit
tee appears to reverse the majority of 
the above recommendations. 

While the Appropriations Committee 
recommendations are not specific. it has 
made a cut of $3,865,000 in the education 
item of the Indian Service budget; $1530,-
000 of this it directed against public
school tuition contracts. The remainder 
must be absorbed through the closing 
of Indian Service schools. These sf',hools 
may be divided Into three classt.s, as 
follows: 
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The cut to be absorbed is egual to 
the total cost of reservation boarding 
schools; exceeds by a half million dollars 
the total cost of an day schools. 

It rests with the Indian Bureau to 
determine where this cut can best be 
made. Despite our general concurrence 
with the position taken by the select 
committee, as to the value often present 
in the boarding-school environment, it 
would not seem the part of wisdom to 
close the day schools. Indian Service 
day schools serve one-half of all the chil
dren in Federal schools-children for 
the most part who live in the heart of 
the .great re.Servations, remote from any 
Possibility of attending public schools. 
If these Federal day schools are closed, 
11.500 children will be 'deprived of any 
possibility of obtaining an education, for 
there will be no place else fo1: them to go. 

Reservation boarding schools draw 
their enrollment from the same types of 
children, except that the children must 
in addition come from broken homes 
where they are deprived of adequate 
parental care by death, divorce, disease, 
vice, or crime; or they live in areas so 
remote from school facilities of any kind 
that they would otherwise be deprived 
of an education. If these schools are 
closed, the children now in attendan~e 
would have no place else to go. They 
would not be in reservation boarding 
schools if there were any other option. 

· Nonreservation elementary boarding 
schools are limited to similar cases of 
dependency, or remoteness from school 
facilities. Many of their pupils, how
ever, are drawn from the open reserva
tions, where public-school facilities are 
available; and where, theoretically, aid
to'-dependent-children grants are avail
able, or State boarding-home-care con
tracts are possible. These children have 
been admitted to Federal schools after 
State and Federal welfare workers have 
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exhausted every effort to care for them 
by Social Security or State welfare prq
visions. In the high schools the same 
criteria apply, with the added possibility 
that pupils desiring vocational training 
to fit themselves for gainful employ
ment may be admitted to Federal high 
school, where such instruction is not to 
be obtained in a local public high school. 

The criterion of the Appropriations 
Committee that "the States have some 
obligation to the Indians and some aid 
could and should be extended by local 
communities, much assistance could and 
should be given to the Federal Govern
ment by the States and municipalities'' 
could be applied only to the nonreserva
tion school Indian group. The idea ex
pressed a while ago by the gentleman 

.from Ohio lMr. JONES], which appar-
ently is backed by the committee, that 
the States should undertake the educa
tion of the Indian children in reserva
tions is so preposterous to those of us 
who know the facts that we can hardly 
believe our ears. All land and all Indian 
property is nontaxable. · · 

Mrs. BO~TON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield to the gen
tlewoman from Ohio. 

Mrs. BOLTON. I should like very 
much to know whether the committee 
iried at all- to get in touch with the 
States to see what provisions they have 
already made and what. willingness they 
would have to take over the responsi
bility for the education of the Indian 

, children. as was suggested a few minutes 
ago. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I doubt very much 
that they did that, and if they had done 
that, they would have found that the 
States cannot .do it, at least, my State 
cannot. In my State we have· in addi
tion to the Indian problem, the Navajo 
problem, the problem of the native 
Spanish-speaking boys and girls. The 
State is doing its very best to take care 
of them. This country took those people 
over along with. the Indians but never 
has done anything for them. My State 
is desperately trying to educate .the na
tive children, the Spanish-speaking chil
dren of that State. It has its hands full 
with them and cannot possibly educate 
the Navajo children. If it tried to set 
up schools in the Navajo country it 

-would be just utterly impossible, because 
the land cannot be taxed. There are no 
white communities in the reservation. 
There are hundreds and hundreds of 
square miles of Indian land with not a 
white community in it. It would be just 
utterly impossible to set up school dis
tricts and to teach those children 
through State funds. 

Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. STIGLER. I appreciate what the 
committee is trying to do in its efforts to 
get the States to assume their full re
sponsibility toward the Indians, but until 
the Indian obtains his economic and 
aocial freedom he is still a ward of the 
Government. Th.e question is a Federal 
one and should be settled in Congress by 
the Congress, and not by the States. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Absolutely. The · 
very first ~hing we have to do before we 
·can ever lift the wardship from the In
dian people is to educate the Indians. 
The best place we can start is with the 
Indian children. We have sadly neg
lected that in the past. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Is it not . a fact 
that within the gentleman's State almost 
50 percent of the area of the State is ex
empt from taxation by the State govern
ment because it is Federal land? 
. Mr. FERNANDEZ. That is correct; 
it is Federal land. 

M.r. MONRONEY. To say, then, that 
the Federal Government, since it ex
empts this land, either in the gentle
man's State or mine from taxation, 
should ask the States to assume the 
burden of the education of the wards 
of the Federal Government, I think is a 
completely unfair. appro8tch. The com
mittee should rectify its mistake and 
rectify it gladly . at this time. · 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. It is the wrong 
approach to it. I know what the com
mittee is trying to do, and we all want 
to do that. We all want to abolish the 
Indian Bureau when the time comes, 
but that is the wrong .approach to it. 
Denying schools t.Q the children will 
merely retard the day when the Indian 
can look after his own affairs without 
the wardship we exercise over him. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog- . 
nizes the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
MoRRIS]. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman-
! like best the golden West, 

Where folks are what they seem. 
I've been around and I've just found 

That life ain't ho dream. 

Everywhere there 1s beauty rare 
In the good old U. S. A. 

But I'm from Oklahoma, 
And I'll jump right up and say, 

"Oklahoma, I've been a roamer, 
But I'm coming back to you; 

Back to the place where the rainbows end, 
Back where the folks say, 'Howdy, friend'." 

I :know I'll never more be blue. 
I'll tell you now, boy, about a cowboy 

Who learned a thing or two. 
I've got a home and I've got a girl. 

And I'm going to say you can tell the world. 
Oklahoma, I've been a roamer, 

But I'm a comin' back to you. 

I love the great State of Oklahoma. If 
you good people would come out there to 
the Golden West sometime, I think you 
would like it too. We have a great civili;.. 
zation out there. It is a great modern 
State. We have a great educational sys
tem and a great citizenship. We are liv
ing at a time, my friends, when the patri
otism and the Americanism of a great 
many people is being challenged. But if 
you will come out West and to Oklahoma 
you will find that the Indian population 
is that type of citizenship that we can well 
be proud of. You never hear their mo
tives questioned when · it comes to their 
Ioyality and love for our .country . . ·I tell 
you, you folks in my judgment ·are doing 
the wrong thing in cutting down on ap-· 

propriations for the education of these 
citizens of ours. I draw the mantle of 
charity about you. I do not accuse you 
of any vicious attitude nor any ulterior 
motive of any kind. 

I merely say that you just do not un
derstand the problem. If you were out 
there with us and could see and know the 
problem as it actually exists, I believe 
you would vote for this amendment. I 
hope you will vote for it. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. OWENS. Has the · gentleman 

heard of any opposition to this amend
ment? 

Mr. MORRIS. No, sir: I have not 
heard of any, but I am afraid that·there 
maY .. be some. 

Mr. OWENS. Do you not think we 
had better vote on it right away? 

Mr. MORRIS. Yvu see I only have a 
few minutes and I would like to go into 
.many other matters, but I repeat as ~ 
have said before that the Indian-popu
lation is as patriotic a .group of citizens 
as you will find anywhere. They are 
intelligent. -They are tbe type of people 
we ought to help. 

These youngsters ought to be helped 
in getting an education. 

My friends, let us not forget that, after 
all, this ·country originally belonged to 
those people and we came over and took 
it away from them. · Why should we on 
any occasion ever pinch pennies and 
stint ourselves in helping the originaJ 
Americans? Why should we do that? 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. KEATING. I was very much im

pressed by tlle remarks of the gentle
man, particularly the first part of hir. 
remarks. As you know, you and I sec 
eye to eye on a good many things these 
days. 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KEATING. I wonder what the 

gentleman's view is as to what extent 
the .State should participate in the cost 
of educating the Indians. 

Mr. MORRIS. I doubt seriously if my 
State or any State should ever partici
pate to any extent other than the ex
tent of participation by other States of 
the Union. I think it is purely a Federal 
and National matter. I do not see why 
any State should have to pay any more 
than its proportionate share of the entire 
cost. I cannot see that, because it ts a 
Federal matter entirely. It cannot be 
anything other than a Federal matter, as 
I view it. 

Mr. KEATING. You base that upon 
the fact that the Federal Government 
located these reservations in particular 
States without their participation in that 
decision and, therefore, the onus of the 
expense of education should fall upon 
the Federal Government? 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes; I do. 
Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. MONRONEY. It would be fair if 

. the right of ·act . valorem tax for -Indian 
lands was given. to us, in Oklaholll.a, but · · 
failing to do that, then any Indian State 
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must have Federal 1unds tO: replace this 
loss to carry on Iridian education. We 
cannot educate the· population living on 
land which is not taxed. 

Mr. MORRIS. As -the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MoNRONEY] has 

·observed, that -land is tax exempt and 
the State gets no return from it. Gen
tlemen,. I hope you will support this 
amendment. · · 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
a substitute amendment, which is at . the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute amendment offered by Mr. 

ALBERT: On page 13, line 22, after the word 
"Arizona", strike out the sum "$8,000,000" 
and insert "$11,865,000." 

Mr .. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
this substitute amendment; and· if it is 
defeated, of course, I will support the 
amendment ,o.ffered by the distinguished 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
MUNDT]. .I do this because I have visited 
a. number of these Indian schools and 
know they are in need of extra funds. 
They are going along now in a sort of 
makeshift fashion, doing all sor.ts of 
things to make ends meet. The 40-hour 
week, the pay raise, and increased com
modity costs have come along since last 
year. Because of all these things, oper- · 
ating expenses have increased enor
mously. I therefore think we should go 
all the way with the budget in this par
ticular item. No one has offered any 
amendment to increase the overhead in 
the Indian Service. · 

The elimination of tuition payments to 
States having Indian populations is 
manifestly unfair. The Indian has al
ways been considered a ward of the Fed
!ral Government and so treated by the 
Supreme Court, by the law of the land, 
and by treaties. Under the circum
stances it is not right for the Federal 
Government to throw the entire burden 
of educating Indian children on States 
and local communities. There are farm
ing communities ia my district where the 
schools do not · normally operate for ·g 
months ·a year·., in which over half the 
farmland is nontaxable. If you take 
away this entire Federal-aid program, as 
I understand this bill contemplates, you 
will throw on a portion of the farm own
ers of these districts the entire burden 
of supporting these small schools. That 
is certainly unjust when it is recognized 
that it is the result of a condition that 
exists because Oklahoma was required to 
come into the Union under an enabling 
act ·that exempted for all tax purposes 
all restricted Indian lands. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. In my own State, 

on the re'servation of the Navajos, after 
those Navajos were placed in that desert, 
we agreed on a treaty that would give 
them a school for every 30 children. 
Today they have schools for between 
3,000 and 5,000 children, and there are 
actually 10,000 or 15,000 children that 
have no education .facilities whatsoever. 

Mr. ALBERT. I a~ .familiar with 
that situation, and I know that_ the dis:
tinguished. gentleman is correct. . 

· This bill · also contemplat-es curtail
ment in our boarding schools. - Mr. 
Chairman, those are homes for children 
who have no other schools to attend. 
No child goes to those schools except 
orphans---childrEm from broken homes 
and children who are so far from the 
ordinary public schools that they cannot 
possibly attend. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. KIRWAN. The head of the Army 

stated that there were more Indian boys 
who volunteered to defend the flag of 
the United States than of any race in the 
Nation. 

Mr. ALBERT. That is correct. 
Mr. KIRWAN. Does not the gentle

man think it would be a good idea for 
the Committee on On-American Activi- · 
ties to investigate us? 

Mr. ALBERT. I would like to say 
along that line that the great Second 
Cavalry Division, which took the city of 
Manila, had · many Indians among its 
vali'ant men. I know of three Indiclns 
who won the Medal of Honor: two from 
the Five Tribes alone. What other 
small group in this country can say the 
same? 

I urge that you adopt. my amendment 
because, in view of the salary raises, in 
view of the increased costs of all kinds, 
in view of the fact that these schools 
are already operating at a bare mini
mum, I think we should give on this one 
item all that the Bureau of the Budget 
has asked. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. MONRONEY. The gentleman's 

amendment does not put back into the 
· bill everything that . the Indian Service 

has asked for. It simply puts back that 
which the President's Bureau of the 
Budget found absolutely essential to 
furnish a bare minimum of educational 
facilities. The Mundt amendment, if 
we adopt it, will reduce this by a million 
and a half dollars under the budget 
estimate. 
Mr~ ALBERT. The gentleman· is ab

solutely correct. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. KEATING. Does the gentleman 

know whether the figure at which you 
have arrived is arrived at by the Bureau 
of the Budget in the same way they did 
all of these other figures in the bill? 

Mr. ALB.ERT. That I do not know, 
but I do know that with over $10,000,000 
last year these schools had to curtail 
their activities _ considerably. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentlem.an from Oklahoma has expired. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. STOCKMAN]. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
sure there is not a member of this com
mittee or a Member of this Congress 
who does not want to give the Indian 
children proper educational facilities; 

but the fact remains that every year and 
every year we -appropriate more, yet 
every year we learn that each succeeding 
year we have more Indian children out 
of school than we had the year before. 
There is something radically wrong with 
this Indian educational system. And I 
believe one . of the things wrong is the 
fact that the teachers must have a B. A. 
degree in order to teach little Indian 
children the first day they attend school. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. In view of the fer
vent appeals made by the gentleman pre
ceding me on the floor in behalf of Indian 
children in the United States-and I 
think they are eminently qualified in 
their statements, I think a most excellent 
case has been made in behalf of those 
children-! wish to give you a few of the 
facts as they appear to me. 

In the budget there was the amount of 
$11,860,000 for education of Indian chil
dren. The committee saw fit to allow 
$8,000,000. In 1940 there was allowed 
by the Congress of the United States 
$8,587,300 for the education of Indian 
children. 

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor 
of educating the young people of this 
country, be they Indian, be they-colored, 
be they white, whatever their denomina
tion, creed, or social standing. I come 
from an Indian State myself. I grew up 
within 5 miles 0f an Indian reservation. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I cannot yield; I 
have not time. 

I spent week ends on the Indian res
ervation playing with Indian children. 
I went to school with Indian children. I 
played games with them. And learned 
to know them well. 

My observation has been -that if an 
Indian goes to school and continues 
school until an adult that no matter what 
amount of education the Indian has it 
reacts unfavorably to the Indian. This 
is so because the Indian is not an indi
vidual who wishes to enter-into the social 
strata and organization the white people 
of this country have developed for this 
country. The young Indian man when 
he reaches 21 would much rather hunt 
and fish and stay on the land of his fore
bears. If he does not do that, if that 
is not available to him, he goes off to 
town and with his education he thinks 
he is smarter than he is and acts accord
ingly, with the expected results. 

Consequently we have an educated In
dian on our hands who does not fit into 
.our society. That does this country no 
gooq. 

Now, if education helped these Indians, 
to the extent we wish, if because of it 
they were able to enter into our business 
life, if they were able to progress accord
ingly_ then I think that all the money 
that we could spend on the Indians would 
be helpful to this country; but due to the 
fact that most of the education that is 
offered these Indian children against 
their will and against the will of their 
parents is ineffectual to their own 
well-being when they become adult men 
and · women, I think the $8,000,000 al
lowed by this committee for the edu
cation of sixty to seventy thousand In
dian children-and may I say in passing 
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that of the amount allowed by this com
mittee it does not' preclude a single In
dian child from going to a boarding 
school. This money will be used to elim
inate some day schools which I think are 
not as good schools as boarding schools 
for Indian children. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will · the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. GORE. I judge from the gentle

man's remarks that this thing of educa
tion is a pretty terrible monster. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. To some people. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Oregon has expired; 
all time on this amendment has expired. 
The question is on the Albert substitute 
for the Mundt amendment; 

Mr. BUSBEY. ·Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. BUSBEY. A vote for this substi
tute amendment offered by the gentle
man from Oklahoma is a vote to appro
priate $11,865,000 instead of the $10,-
000,000 provided in the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from South Da
kota. Is that correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; that is cor
rect. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. ALBERT and Mr. 
MoNRONEY > there were-ayes 67, noes 
112. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed as tellers Mr. JoNES of Ohio 

.and Mr. ALBERT. 
The Committee again divided; and the 

· tE:llers reported that there were-ayes 
91, noes 124. 

So the substitute amendment was re
jected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on· 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from South Dakota [Mr. MuNDTl. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. MuNDT) there 
were-ayes 91, noes 110. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. JONES of 
Ohio and Mr. MUNDT. 

The Committee again divided-; and 
the tellers reported that there were
ayes 99, noes 116. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Welfare of Indians: For welfare serv!ces, 

including general support, relief of needy 
Indians, boarding home care of Indian chil· 
dren, institutional care of delinquent chil
dren, and payment of per diem, in lieu of 
subsistence, and other expenses of Indians 
participating in folk festivals, $488,910: Pro
vided, That payment for the care of Indians 
may be made from the date of service. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. · 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to describe a 
situation and then to propound an in
quiry to the chairman of the committee 
which has reported the bill. 

The paragraph which has just been 
read dtals with a fund for the welfare of 
Indians, including the relief of needy 

Indians. It is apparent from -the com
ment that is made when Indian legisla
tion is before the House that there ·are 
a great many people who are unaware 
of the obligations of the Government of 
the United States written into treaties 
and confirmed by Acts of Congress to
ward the Indians and toward certain 
bands of Indians. 

It happens that my congressional dis-1 
trict has practically the same boundaries 
as the last great Sioux reservation which 
was promised to the Sioux Indians for
ever. That condition existed until 1876. 
In 1874, when Custer and some of his 
troops went into the Black Hills to in
vestigate why white persons were drift
ing into this territory which .had been 
reserved for the Incli~ns, a prospector 
attached to those troops discovered gold. 
By 1876 there were so many whites there 
that a treaty was forced upon the In
dians to open their lands in violation of 
the Treaty of 1868 which had said that 
they might be divested of no land except 
by affirmative vote of three-fourths of 
the adult males. 

Within the past few years the Indians 
have gone clear to the Supreme Court to 
test . the taking of the Black Hills. The 
Court of Claims in a finding which was 
confirmed by the Supreme Court· said 
that the Black Hills were not taken away 
from the Indians illegally, ·because the 
Government of the United States by sol
emn. treaty confirmed by acts of Congress 
had said, "We are not takin& this land 
from · you; we are going to compensate 
you for it; and part of that compensation 
will be the education of your ...:hildren and 
the care of your needy." The United 
States Supreme Court within the last 2 
years has said, "Congress has been ap
propriating for the relief of the needy, 
Sioux Indians and will continue to do so.'' 

That was their answer to the Sioux, 
that the Congress was taking care of the 
needy. Indians as payment for the lands 
of which they had been divested. How is 
the Government of the Uitited States 
taking care of them? 

Last fall I stood on the Standing Rock 
Reservation, where I was taken to see 
the places where some needy anC: aged 
Sioux Indians lived. They were living in 
tents that might at one time haVP. been 
good tents, but then were so rotten and 
so patched up that they would -no longer 
even take a patch. ' 

During the past winter those people 
have lived in those tents with the 
weather ranging to 30° below zero. 
This spring during the floods, 27 Indian 
families in that area were driven 
from their homes by the floods. When 
I asked the Indian Office to do something 
about shelter for these Indians back in 
December and January, the Bureau ad
vised that they could not do anything 
because the appropriation for the re
lief of needy Indians did not permit them 
to do anything for the housing or shel
ter of Indians; that the money could 
not be spent for that purpose. 

You ask, "Why do not these Indians 
do something for themselves?" I know 
of an Indian family which was· living in 
one of these tents and the wife had an 
allotment of land. She wanted to get 
patent to it so that she coUld sell it and 
buy a small house or even a new tent. 

'l'he Indian Office said, "We will not issue 
a fee ._patent . . YotJ can use the $40 an
nual lease fee if you want to but Y()U 
cannot have a patent and sell the land." 
Of course, the $40 was needed for cloth
ing and food. 
-- Those people are tied hand and foot. 

Yet, the Supreme Court says the Con
gress is ' goi~g to take care of. the needy 
Indians. Now, I want the chairman of 
the committee to answer me, Is there 
anything in his interpretation of this 
paragraph which will prevent the In
dian Office in using this fund for the 
relief of needy Indians to prevent them 
from using it for shelter if- that is the 
need that exists.? _ · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I see no re.ason 
at all why it should not be used for that 
purpose. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I thank 
the gentleman for that and I shall so 
remind the Indian Office that that is the 
gentleman's interpretation. 

The CHAffiMAN. The' time of the 
gentleman from South Dakota has ex
pired. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to s~rike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I ·regret that the com
mittee has seen fit to make any reduction 
in . the item for the conservation of 
health. While this reduction is com
paratively small, I think the amounts set 
forth in the budget were already reduced 
to the absolute minimum. The Talihina 
Hospital and Sanatorium is located in 
my district. This is. the finest Indian 
hospital in America. It is one of the out
standing medical institutions in the State 
of Oklahoma. This hospital has . a ca
pacity of 237 beds. Early in the year as 
many as 212 bed patients were served in 
this institution. 

In addition to this, numerous out
patients have been taken care of. The 
great work which has been done in ma
ternity cases alone justifies every dime 
appropriated for this hospital. In addi
tion to this, it has been a splendid train
ing institution for the Nurses' Corps. 
Every nickel spent on this hospital has 
been an investment in the health and 
future strength of our country. 

This hospital has had to undergo a . 
very sad retrenchment program. Em
ployees have been discharged, and at 
the present time, pending the ~ppro
priation of deficiency funds, only 125 
beds are filled, despite the increased de
mands and needs. During the past year 
there has been an enormous utilization 
increase in this hospital. At the same 
time salary increases have been insti
tuted by this Congress, and it is common 
knowledge that all operating costs have 
risen tremendously. 

I can see no justification whatever for 
any cut in medical appropriations. In 
my opinion this is economy carried to 
an unhealthy extreme; it is false econ
omy. It is well known that there is a 
general shortage of hospitals. Under the 
circumstances it is tragic indeed that any 
space in this great hospital should lie 
vacant. It means that many sick peo
·Ple, who should be segregated and hos
pitalized, shall be a burden on and men
ace to many local communities that have 
neither the means nor the facilities to 
take care of them. 
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Mr. Chairman, I have referred specifi

cally to this hospital merely by way of 
example. I am well advised that what . 
I have said of it applies to almost every 
Indian hospital in the country . . The mat
ter is therefore one of national and not 
simply local importance. Under ·an the 
circumstances, it would appear to me that 
sound economy would dictate not a ·cut, 
but an increase, in the budget estimates 
for hospitalization. I trust that these 
increases will be made in conference both 
with respect to welfare and medical 
funds. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the pro forma amend
ment, and I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, per

haps I am in the same situation as other 
Members of the House. Many of us, at 
least I, know very little about what is 
in these appropriation bills until they 
come on the floor. I have all I can do 
to perform my duties on other commit
tees. So, of necessity, I must rely on the 
Committee on Appropriations and on the 
subcommittee having the bill in charge 
and over the years that has been found 
to be a satisfactory method when a com
mittee is economy minded. 

On two occasions recently I have been 
forced to vote against increases because 
of our pledge to cut appropriations for 
1947. 

I do not know anything about these 
treaties with the Indians. I do not know 
what we promised them in the years 
gone by, but I no know mighty well what 
we promised the people just prior to the 
November 5, 1946, election, and that was 
that we were going to cut down appro
priations and save the taxpayer a little 
money. So, having that in mind, I have 
had to vote against some things that my 
folks wanted. I do not know what the 
Congress is going to do. but it does occur 
to me that in addition to keeping our 
promises to the Indians we might keep 
some of the promises we made to the 
folks who elected us last November. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

The pro forma amendment was with-
drawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Red Lake, Minn.: School, $46,000. 

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. O'KoNsKI: On 

page 19. line 8, strike out the semicolon and 
insert "Hunter School District, town of 
Hunter, Sawyer County, Wis .. $80,000, as au
thorized by Public Law 677, Seventy-ninth 
Congress." 

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Chairman, this 
is a believe-it-or-not story. The amend
ment that I have offered and which I 
hope this Committee will adopt is one 
which if adopted will not cost the tax
payers of the United States of America 
·one red penny. The truth of the matter · 
is the Government of the United States 
of America will make money on the 
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proposition. If the Committe is inter
ested in economy here is their chance to 
show it. If the majority of this Com
mittee is interested in unloading the bur
den of ·educating the Indians upon the 
States and local communities here is 
their opportunity to show whether or not 
they are consistent, whether or not they 
are really sincere in that desire. I want 
to tell you what the situation is. 

We have three Indian reservations in 
Wisconsin. One is in the town of 
Hunter, county of Sawyer. Seventy
five percent of the land in that area be
longs to the Indian reservation and is 
nontaxable, brings in no revenue. Next, 
the taxpayers of that township support 
a public school, a public school which was 
built some 60 years ago, which was con
structed to accommodate 30 students 
but which today houses 105 students, 
half of them Indians that are wards of 
the Government and that are the . re
sponsibility of the Federal Government 
to educate because we are the guardian 
of their funds. 

Here is a school district. The county 
superintendent of schools called me in 2 
years ago and said: "Congressman, here 
is our problem; we have 54 Indians· in 
our schooL Our school has been con
demned by the State department of 
public instruction as unfit for housing; 
it has been condemned by the State 
board of health; it has :'leen -condemned 
by the local board of health authorities. 
With them it is a question either of clos
ing the school and ' not educating the 
children or of housing them in a build
ing that is not fit for human habitation." 

Then the people came to see me with 
their problem. They said, "Congress
man, since more than ·half of the stu
dents are Indians we believe it is a Fed
eral Government responsibility." 

Here is what I said to them, "For 
Pete's sake, don't try to unload the bur
den OI) the Federal · Government because 
the Federal Government has more of a 
burden than it can carry with the na
tional debt that we already have." 

So we arrived at a solution whereby 
they could accept the responsibility and 
save the Government of the United 
States of America money. Here is what 
we did: We got enacted intc Federal 
law at the last session of Congress which 
was passed unanimously by this House 
and which was passed unanimously by 
the Senate an authorization for · an ap
propriation of $80,000 to be advanced to 
this school district, to be paid back on 
a "recoup" basis at 3 percent interest 
per year. In other words, this is not a 
hand-out, this is merely an advance on 
the part of the Federal Government of 
$80,000 to that school district which they 
will pay back in between 15 and 20 years 
at 3 percent interest, mind you. In other 
words, we are not asking the Federal 
Government to go out there and finance 
our responsibility. We are willing to 
take care of the Indians that are the re
sponsibility of the Federal Government, 
but we need help. We are not asking 
for a hand-out. We want to pay interest 
on that money; and I want to say to you 
that the people of the State of Wisconsin 
~pay their obligations with int'erest: they 
never default. Here .is a chance for the 

Federal Government to pave the people 
of the township assume-part of the bur
den of the Federal Government and pay 
the money back with interest. 'Are you 
interested in economy? If you turn the 
matter down by not accepting this 
amendment, I am reporting back to the 
school district that they should commu
nicate with the Indian Bureau that they 
will not accept Indian students. Those 
Indian students then will be loaded on
to the back of the Federal Government. 
You will then be compelled to go in there 
and construct a school of your own and 
provide teachers of your own to educate 
those children. As to the cost it will be 
a minimum of $10,000 a year for the next 
20 years. 

Mr. Chairman, you have a clear-cut 
choice. If you are interested in economy, 
if you are interested in unloading that 
burden of educating these Indian stu
dents on to the State government, here 
is your opportunity. The decision you 
are going to make when you vote on this 
amendment is this: Are you going to 
advance them $80,000, which will be paid 
back to the Government with interest at 
the rate of 3 percent as provided by Pub
lic Law 667 or are you going to spend 
$.200,000 in the next 20 years. by the 
Federal Government? 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that my 
amendment will be supported to carry 
out the purposes of this public law. It 
is a responsibility we have since the Jaw 
was passed by both Houses of Congress. 
I hope my amendment will be carried. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time · of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wiscon
sin. 

Mr. Chairman, I recognize the force of 
the gentleman's argument and the good 
cause he presents; however, there is a 
regular procedure for handling items of 
this kind. The gentleman did make a 
presentation to the committee but · we 
did not ut that time have any official 
estimate of the Indian Service as to 
the amount that should be contributed. 
We did not have any screening by 
the Budget Bureau to determine what 
amount should be allowed or what may 
be consistent with the policies of the 
Indian Service. · 

I am very sympathetic with the gentle
man's amendment but, in fairness to the 
committee, I think we ought to have a 
deeper study and the estimate presented 
to us in the regular way. I assure the 
gentleman from Wisconsin the commit
tee holds him in high esteem and will 
cooperate with him on this worthy 
project. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amend
ment at this particular time be voted 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Wisconsin (Mr. O'KoNSKIJ. 

The question was taken: and on £ di
vision (demanded · by Mr. O'KONSKI) 
there were-ayes 41 , noes 82. 

So the amendment wa~ rejected. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 

ask . .manimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 
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The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
.Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, hav

ing spoken at some length yesterday in 
regard to the provisions of this bill per
taining to Indian education, I have re
luctantly kept silent dunng the debates 
for the last hour or two on the various 
items which have been read for amend
ments. Having been a school man all 
my mature life, I find it difficult to re
main silent even though I may have been 
very expressive yesterday concerning 
these items touching on Indian educa
tion, because I feel so deeply on this sul:)- . 
ject. Strange as it may seem, I want to 
speak now concerning some of the im
plications of this bill with reference to 
the economic problems and life of our 
southwestern Indians. Naturally, I will 
refer to Indian tribes in northern Ari
zona and particularly the Navajos. 

That great leader of the Navajo people, 
Chee Dodge, who passed beyond only a 
few months ago, came to Washington last 
year with many of his tribal council 
members and made a most eloquent ap
peal, especially for education, but also 
for health facilities and hospitalization. 
It was because of his earnest presenta
tion of the plight of his people that t.tle 
Indian Aftairs Committee of this House 
took special notice of their situation and 
evidently the Subcommittee on Appropri
ations, both last year and this year,. 
turned attention to the problems of the 
Navajos. I think it likely that it was this 
visit by Dodge and his tribesmen which 
induced Secretary Krug to make a spe
cial visit to the reservation last Septem
ber, at which time the Sectetary of the 
Interior made a personal investigation of 
conditions on that vast reservation which 
as I have said is as large as the entire 
State of West Virginia, where 60,000 In
dians are living on a wild, rough region 
on which 5,000 white men would prob
ably starve. Right now I want to . ex
press my appreciation of the unfolding 
interest and increasing concern, in Con
gress and out of Congress, for these 
northern Arizona Indians. . 

In another connection I have spoken 
of the need to reforest and revegetate 
the overgrazed lands on this reserva
tion, as it does produce most of the silt 
which is filling up Lake Mead too rapidly. 
True these Indians have been cut d'own 
on their permitted number of sheep 
units, which is necessary to bring the 
number of head to be grazed into line 
with the carrying capacity of the ranges. 
The sad thing is that the Indians have 
been reduced so much that they are ac
tually in fear of.· starvation. An espe
cially acute problem arises today because 
of the return of the Indian veterans of 
the Second. World War and of their in
ability to carry on. their livestock opera
tions on a sufficient scale. It is true that 
the Government has furnished better 
breeding stock, has furnished dipping 
vats and water wells, all of which are 
badly needed and economically helpful. 
I believe that irrigation is possible in 
various parts of that large reservation, 
and I hope to· see the same e1fort and 
enthusiasm ·to do ·for the Navajos and 
the Hopis what the Government a few 

years ago did for the Pim:a , Indians 
thr.ough the building of the Coolidge 
Dam on the Gila River in central Ari
zona. A beginning has been made lri 
this bill on pages 15 to 18 in this · direc
tion. I want to thank the committee 
for this beginning, even though it is sadly 
inadequate. I do not propose to offer 
any amendment to this section of the 
bill, but take this occasion to call ·at
tention to the need and ask for your 
continued interest and practical con
sideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The following appropriations herein made 

for the Bureau of Indian Mairs shall be 
available for hire, maintenance, and opera
tion of aircraft: "Management, Indian 
forest and range resources"; "Suppressing 
forest anrt range fires"; "Alaska. native serv
ice"; and ''Salaries and expenses, reserva
tion administration." 

Mr. JONES of Ohio (interrupting the 
reading of the bill). Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the balance 
of the bill under the heading "Bureau 
of Indian Affairs" down to and including 
line a· on page 31 bP. considered as read 
and that amendments may be in order 
to any part thereof. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I cannot let go unchal

lenged the remarks made here on this 
fioor a short time ago by the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. STOCKMAN] regarding 
the Indians of this country and their 
education. 

My very dear friend and able Con
gressman from Oregon in his remarks 
said that education was a bad thing for 
the Indian; that it made him unable to 
fit into the social scheme of America; 
that it made him feel that he was smart-

. er than he actually was able to be, and 
indicated that education .would cause 
him to hang around the pool halls of 
this Nation. 

Coming from a State that has one
third of. the Indians of this country re
siding therein, I would like to say that 
this is certainly not a true statement of 
fact. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oregon. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I believe that Ls 
sort of an all-comprehensive statement 
of what I said, that I said all education 
was bad for Indians. I do not believe 
I made that statement. The education 
of the nature prescribed by this bill was 
not so good for the Indians. 

Mr. MONRONEY. I trust the gentle
man will leave unchanged his remarks 
as he made them on the fioor of the 
House, and they ·wm speak for them
selves, and I will be glad to rest the 
case on what the gentleman said just 
exactly as was taken down by. the short
hand repQrter. I hoi;>e the gentleman 
will leave the remarks that way. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONRONEY. I Yield to the gen:. 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. -ROONEY. · :unt'p-ossible that ·· the 
members on -the ·majortty· side are afraid 
to ·-educate thtf Indians ' because they 
might become Democrats? 

Mt. MONRONEY. I thank the gen
tleman for . that observation. I would 
like to say that not an·educated Indians 
are Democrats; that your own Vice 
President, Charlie curtis, was an Indian, 
educated ·in tbe Indian schools. One of 
your great Presidents, Herbert I;Ioover, 
received part of his education in an In
dian ·agency while his guardians, who 
were located there, were attached to the 
Indian schools 1n· the ·west. 

I would 'like to say for the Indians of 
Oklahoma that there· are men like Sena
tor Robert L. Owen, who was coauthor 
of the Federal Reserve Act: -There were 
men like· Charlie Carter and Bill Has
tings, both distinguished Members of 
this House of .Representatives. At pres
ent we have serving in the House of Rep
resen.tatives the gentleman from Okla
homa,: BILL STIGLER, -a distinguished 
gentleman, and there are many other 
men who have distinguished theril.Selves 
who had a considerable amount of In
dian blood. I certainly do not think that 
the gentleman's statement that educa
tion is a bad thing for the ·Indian will 
hold true either here, in his own State, 
or mine. · 

We have had many "distinguished g-ov
ernors and other leaders who had In
dian blood in their veins as well as many 
industrialists. 

Now, he· said he looked for the Indian 
to go back to his native habitat and 
hunt and fish. Oil wells grew up on the 
hunting grounds of the Indians. For
merly the Indians used to hunt and fish 
over all this great broad land of ours, 
but the white man has taken it over . . 

If the gentleman will put in the REc
ORD any place in this great land of ours 
where the Indian. can still do that, I 
know the Indians of Oklahoma will be 
glad to have that information . 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr .. Chairman. I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman. Mr. Beatty, Director of 
Education oJ the Indian Bureau, came 
before our committee -and explained the 
depiorable condition which existed in the 
Indian Service so far- as education and 
health was concerned. He pointed out 
especially that in the Navajo Reservation 
there are at this very time about 15,000 
Indian children who do not have an ·op
portunity to attend school because of in
su:fiicient school facilities. 

We listened to Dr. Beatty at great 
length, and the committee made some 
suggestions. Then at a later date at my 
request Dr. Beatty was called back· to 
the subcommittee to give further testi
mony because many of the members of 
the committee felt that something more 
definite had to be done for these Indian 
children as soon as possible. May I say 
that the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
STOCKMAN] was interested in seeing to it 
that the Indian children have a chance 
to acquire the right kind of an educa-
tion. 

I direct your attention to pages 1382 
to 1393, inclusive. of volume 1 of the 
hear~gs. If you will take the time to 
read, it will prove to you that this com
mittee is greatly concerned about the In-
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dian education problem and that we are 
trying to do something constructive 
which will get these children into school 
at the earliest possible time. It is a na
tional shame that 15,000 Indian chil
dren, our first Americans, in one reserva
tion, do not have an opportunity to go 
to school at this time. 

I have heard it stated on this fioor 
many times today and yesterday that 
we are giving everything away to every
body all over the world and are doing 
things for children and people all over 
the world, so why can we not do it for 
the children of our first Americans? The 
size of the matter is, as I said yesterday 
and I repeat now, that we are giving so 
much away all over the world that we 
must be content in this country to get 
along wtih less, wh-ether it be the In
dians or whoever it might be. We must 
get along with less, qli.ite a little less, be
cause we have only so many dollars to 
spend. If we spend more than we should, . 
we soon will have no money to spend fur 
the education of Indian children or for 
the old and the· weak and the infirm or 
anyone else here or abroad. · . 

-Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the. gentle
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. I am happy to hear the 
gentleman from Iowa say that he con
siders it a national ·shame the. way we 
have treated the Indians of this country 
who need to go to school. It is worse 
than that, it is a national disgrace, as 
anybody familiar with the situation 
knows. Personally, I was -shocked and 
appalled at what my good friend from 
Oregon said when he left the implica
tion, I believe, that he feels that the more 
you educate the Indians the worse they 
become. If we accept that theory, cer
tainly we are never going to be able to 
eliminate the Indian Bureau or to solve 
the so-called Indian problem. I hope I 
got the wrong impression from what the 
gentleman from Oregon said. At worst, 
I hope he merely misspoke himself. I 
shall read his remarks carefully tomor
row, and if he miss poke himself I hope he 
avails himself of that great congressional 
opportunity to revise and correct his re
marks between now and tomorrow morn
ing. So that they adequately express his 
true and complete convictions about 
America's responsibilities to our first 
citizens--our Indians. 

Mr. JENSEN. I do not have to de
fend the gentleman from Oregon, for he 
is well able to defend himself, but I heard 
him say in the committee many times, 
and I .1gree with him, that the kind of 
an educational program we have now for 
the Indian children is not getting the job 
done. That is, what the gentleman from 
Oregon intended to say if he did not say 
it. 

Mr. RIZLEY. Mr. Chairman, J.. move 
to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sure that no one 
who knows anything about the Indians 
seriously contends that it is a mistake 
to offer them an education. 

I am inclined to think .my distin
guished friend from Oregon was rather 
talking at random and did not mean 
and _pould not possibly have · meant that 

he was opposed to . educating the In
dians. · I think my-colleague the gentle
man from Oklahoma [Mr. MONRONEY] 
is p:robably putting a meaning upon the 
language of the gentleman from Oregon 
that certainly he did not intend. 

We in Oklahoma are proud of the 
progress that the Indians have made. 
Some of the most distinguished citizens 
of Oklahoma have been Indians. One of 
our first grf.at Senators from the State of 
Oklahoma, Senator Owen, is still living 
here in Washington at the present time. 
He is past 90 years of age. His keen mind 
and intellect are still an inspiration to 
those of us who are privileged to seek his 
advice and receive the benefit of his 
counsel. I dare say that he can come 
before this House today and talk as in
telligently now at his ripe age concern
ing the current problems of the world as 
any man in this House, and perhaps 
much more so than most of us. 

I am sur.; that this committee would 
not inte~tionally attempt to penalize the 
Indians, as far as education is concerned.
There is a difference ·of opinion, as I 
understand, between some members of 
the committee. I do not think I have 
heard anybody, even from 'the other side 
of the aisle, say anything about this 
particular matter. Perhaps we are not 
giving them quite enough in this bill, but 
the comn.ittee_apparently think they are 
dealing fairly with the Indian~. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIZLEY. I-yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. Does the gentleman 

think it is necessary for an Indian child 
in the primer grade to have a teacher 
who has a bachelor of arts degree, 
which is the requirement at the present 
time? 

Mr. RIZLEY. I think that the In
dians in Oklahoma and elsewhere are 
entitled to just as well qualified teachers 
as any other citizens. I may say fur-

- ther that it is my opinion that the In
dians in Oklahoma want more than 
anything else-and I get most of this 
from my good friend the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. STIGLER], from the 
other side of the aisle-is to be treated 
more like other citizens of the United 
States. Congressman STIGLER, who 
knows Indian problems probably as well 
as . any man in the United States, has 
told me repeatedly during the past sev
eral years that it is shameful the way 
the Indians have been treated by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs and the mis
management of that Bureau of the In
dians' problems. 

Mr. MUNDT~ Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIZLEY. I yield. 
Mr. MUNDT. I just want to correct 

one impression that the gentleman· from 
Iowa has left which might erroneously 
convince some people that the educa
tional program for the Indians is totally 
bad. He said, "Do you think it is neces
sary that a teacher have a bachelor of 
arts degree to teach children in the ele
mentary school? Of course, a bachelor 
of arts degree is just 4 years of college 
education. We are not going to im
prove the- educational . status of the 
Indians by subjecting them 'to training 

by poorly trained and poorly equipped 
teachers. We do not want political 
hacks and cast-offs teaching in the 
Indian schools just as we do not want 
them in the white schools. A college 
education is certainly no detriment to a 
teacher. - It is no handicap. In fact it is 
of almost vital necessity if we are to have 
efficient and effective teachers. It is an 
advantage in anybody's school, and the 
Indian Office should be given credit for 
maintaining appropriate standards for 
the teachers in our .Indian schools. Our 
Indians are entitled to a proper educa
tion. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gen~leman yield? 

Mr. RIZLEY. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. About 30 minutes ago 

· I had a visit from my good friend the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
MuNDT), and he said, "What we should 
do in this country is to put in the same 
system as they have in Turkey." He 
said, "The children of the upper grades 
teach the lower-grade children." Nrw, 
go ahead, Mr. MuNDT·. and tell us about 
·that. _., 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
ge11tleman yfeld so that I may correct 
that misimpression? 

Mr. JENSEN. Explain that to us, 
please. · 

Mr. MUNDT. I shall be happy to do 
so. I do not want you to think that my 
studies on the Greek-Turkish loan have 
gone quite that far in convincing me of 
Turkey's J,:.rogress toward democracy. I 
did sugges~ to the gentleman, however, 
that in solving t.Qe Navajo nroblem in the 
Southwest, where there are no schools 
at all for more than 20,000 Indian chil
dren, that they might start ln the Navajo 
country by following the example of the 
people in Turkey. He is correct on that. 
But I did not say the Turkish educational 
experiment should be carried over to the 
education of the Indian children gener
ally. Unfortunately, unless we can in
crease this educational appropriation 
beyond the $8,000,000 recommended by 
the subcommittee, however, we cannot 
even give our Indian children the rudi
mentary educational benefits enjoyed by 
the rural children of the hinterland in 
Turkey.' 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman,. I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time to 
say to the previous speaker, the distin
guished gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
RIZLEYl that he apparently -does not 
recall that on yesterday I unequivocally 
stated on behalf of the minority mem
bers of the committee that we deplored 
the cuts that were made in this bill by 
the majority members for the education 
of Indians. At that time we pointed 
out the actual appalling consequences 
of the drastic reduction in amounts of 
appropriations requested by the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 
Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last two words. 
I would like to say to the gentleman 

from Oklahoma [Mr.. MoNRONEYl in re
ply to this statement Which he made a 

-·few minutes ago, that I · am not at all M 

unmindful of the high contribution 
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made to American society by people with 
Indian blood in their veins. I am very 
proud of those individuals. I salute 
them at the present time.· My high ad
miration has always been for them. 
However, I would like to remind the gEn
tleman of the fact that I was and am 
entirely agreeable to $8,000,000 going to 

'the education of some -70,000 Indians·, 
and I submit to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. MoNRONEY] that $8,000,-
000 for the education of Indians is not 
just what we might term in present-day 
parlance as "hay." 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

Mr. SCHWABE of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman. I move to strike out the last 
three words. 

Mr. Chairman, although I am not a 
member .of the subcommittee in charge 
of this bill, that committee must have 
been informed of some of the things that 
a number of Members of Congress have 
heard about. I happen to rep1·esent the 
First Congressional District of Oklaho
ma in which there are more Indians 
than in any other congressional district 
in the United States. There are some 
23 tribes or fragments of tribes in my 
district. Most of the Indians in my dis
trict attend white schools, the same as 
other people do. The Indians and the 
white children attend the same schools9 

for the most part. under the compulsory 
education system that we ,have. But I 
have received letters. and I am familiar 
to somt extent, by virtue of my visits tn 
the West, particularly in New Mexico 
and Arizona, where I have driven all .over 
those States, with some .of the condi
tion.s that prevail there under the super
vision .of the Indian Bureau, which are 
not wholesome. 

Only 3 or 4 months ago I received a 
letter from .one connected with a school 
at Crownpoint, N. Mex., a NavaJo Indian 
school. This letter reads in part as fol
lows: 

James S. Stewart, salary ls *13,000, with his 
wue acting as hJs .secretary, drawing ~3,200 
and she also ma.kea $3,300 oft the Red Cross, 
the work being done by little civil-service 
stenographers; Mr. Cooper and several others 
are drawing $10,000 each; · George Bozil. 1s 
drawing $10,000, with an assistant draWing 
$7,000. three . stenographers drawing $3,eoo 
each, plus per dtem wht~h may run to 
$5,000; Mr. Ford, at Crownpoint also, receives 
$4,200, supervising graz1ng, hJa wUe who 1s 
postmistre-.s receives $2,100 per annum, with 
the prins:ipals at the schools receiving 
${,200 per annum. not working, or doing 
anything worth whlle. being tyrants, busy
bodies and harassing those under them who 
do have to do the work, bullding up a shame
ful caste system on the reservation worse 
than the feudal ages and practices. 

They have some 16 or 20 good schoolhouses 
nailed and boarded up out on the reserva
tion herein referred to and have no intention 
reopening them, and when teachers apply far 
the positions as teachers they are promptly 
advised that there are no vacaneies, and they 
either know, or by due or even reasonable 
diligence should know' that they have a large 
number of schoolhouses closed and nalled 
up t.hat should be in operation and going 
concerns. Then they continually and con
tinuously hound Congress to appropriate 
more money with which to bulld.mare school
houses to . nail and board up. They wish to 
follow the New Deal trend of spending, ftut-

tertngs, squanderings, striving to pull down 
and destroy. I am advised that there are as 
many as tour people drawing salaries out ot 
that reservation and all kinds of favoritism 

,running rampant. 

Perchance the committee which· made 
a study of this bill has some such infor
mation before it. 

Mr. ROBSION. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. SCHWABE of Oklahoma. I yield. 
M r. ROBSION. Let us say there are 

70,000 Indians. We are providing 
$8,000,000. 

Mr. SCHWABE of Oklahoma. That is 
my information. 

Mr. ROBSION. That is a higher pro 
rata than is allowed for the white schools 
in many States of the Union. 

Mr. SCHWABE of Oklahoma. That is 
absolutely a fact. 

Mr. ROBSION. And the teachers are 
getting much hlgber salaries than teach
ers in white schools in many Stat~s of 
the Union. 

M:r. SCHWABE of Oklahoma. That is 
right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired. 

Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman. earlier in the after
noon, dur1n.g the course of the remarks 
I made, my friend the gentleman fxom 
South Dakota fMr. CAsE] asked me to 
yield ~nd I did. The gentleman made 
the following observation: 

Has the gentleman forgotten a year ago 
when the majority of that subcommittee 
.were members of hls party, that the Interior 
bill W1UJ reported to the House with a 50-
percent cut below the budget estimates? 

Mr. McCoaaucx. I think the recollection 
of the gentleman is not the same as my 
.recollection on that. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The record wtll 
show that happened. 

At the time I was discussing the ap
propriations for the Pish and Wildlife 

· Service that have been made iii the 
pending bill. The budget estimates show 
that for 1946 there was appropriated for 
the Fish and Wildlife Service $6,239,325. 
The budget estimate for 194'7 amounted 
to $11,108,275. The committee reported 
out $8,235,249; or a reduction of $2,873,-
026. 

When the bill went to the Senate the 
amount was increased. Then the bill 
went to conference and finally the item 
for the Fish and Wildlife Service that I 
was discussing ·was left at $9,233,502, or 
a reduction of $1,844,'773. We all re
member last year the controversy exist
ing between the then chairman of the 
subcommittee and. the former Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The budget estimate this year for the 
Pish and Wildlife Service was $10.~38,
"300. There was reported in the bill 
$5,960,320. 

I realize the gentleman may have bad 
in mind the whole bill, but at the time 
of the colloquy I had in mind, of course, 
the particular part of the bill, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, that I was discusSing. 
I want the RECORD to show what the 
figures and what the facts are in rela
tion to the colloquy that took place be
tween the gentleman from South Dakota 

and myseif.insofar as the Fish and Wild~ 
life serVice of the Interior Department 
is concerned. 

I see the gentleman from South Da
kota on hiS feet. Does he wish me to 
yield? 

Mr. CASE ()f South Dakota. I think 
I will get my own time. 

Mr. McCORMACK. When that ap
propriation bill was finally enacted into 
law last year the amount had been 
greatly increased in the Senate, and in 
conference the. increase over the House 
bill was very substantial. 

We all remember last year the situa
tion when the Republican Party solidly 
supported every one of the reductions 
that were made and the coalition that 
brought about the majority that resulted 
1n the action tak~n last year. The fact 
remains there was no 50-p.ercent cut in 
the Fish and Wildlife Service, as the 
1lgures clearly show and as evidenced by 
reports of the committees of last year, 
These figures are a matter of reoord. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make one 
more observation. On yesterday I said 
there were rumors floating around of a 
deal t1:> increase some of the appropria
tions in this bill. I am wondering if 
th1tt has not been consummated. I ex
pect when it is reached in the bill in 
three or four places the committee· itself 
will offer amendments to increase the 
amounts . . If so, the people of those areas 
that wm benefit, the projects that will 
have an Increase, can thank the fight 
made by Members of the Democratic 
Party yesterday and today for the action 
which forced the Republican majority 
to increase some of the items in t.he bill 
that had been so dra~tcally cut. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
pro form~ amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the cour
tesy of the gentleman from Massachu
setts in offering to yield to me, but I 
thought I might take too much of his 
time and should probably ask for my 
own time. Of course, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is seeking to crawl 
out on ·a very Small part of his speech. 
The main part of the gentleman's re
mark, which everyone will recall who 
heard them, was a general tirade against 
what Republicans were doing to the 
West in this bill as a whole. He was 
talking first of all about reclamation. 
That was the major burden of his talk, 
and the words which the gentleman 
quoted will show that I spoke of the bill 
as it was reported by the Appropriations 
Subcommittee for the Interior Depart
ment last year when it was under the _ 
control of the party of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. I have in my 
hand here the report from the Appro
priations Subcommittee on the Interior 
Department appropriation bill as it 
came to the House of Representatives 
last year. 

The total amount of the budget esti
mates for the Department of the Inte
rior, including reclamation, power, wild
life and everything else, was '$346,765,-
000. The amount recommended in the 
bill by this committee last year was $174,-
000,000. You do not have. to be much 
of a mathematician to note that a re-
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ported b1ll for $174,000,000 is approxi
mately 50 percent of the budg'et esti-
mate of $346,000,000. · 

Of course, the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts, as I previously stated, is try
ing to crawl out on the fact that at the 
particular point he yielded to me, al
though I was standing on my feet earlier 
in his remarks, he was talking about fish 
and wildlife. Let us look at that. Last 
year the budget estimated $3,000,000 for 
Federal aid in wildlife restoration. The 
committee recommended but $2,000,000. 

What did the committee do this yea'r? 
Do you know what Federal aid in wild
life restoration is? That is money for 
carrying out the Pitman-Robertson Act, 
contributed by the sportsmen themselves 
through special excise and stamp taxes. 
I recall quite distinctly that we had 
trouble getting it started in 1938 and at 
various times since due to the fact the 
tax imposed upon shotgun shells and 
other items Which go to make up the 
fund go into the general Treasury before 
being appropriated for carrying out that 
aid to wildlife program for which levied. 

Never before in the history of the Con
gress, so far as I can recall, has a com·
mittee of the Congress carried out the 
intent of the law ancl appropriated the 
full amount collected for the purpose. 
Never has a committee done what the 
committee reporting this bill has done in 
that regard. Before they had always cut 
down and cut back and never reported 
out what the sportsmen had contributed. 
In the bill this year which we are now 
considering, on page 71 you will find that 
the bill makes appropriations for carry
ing out the act of September 2, 1937, of 
"an amount equal to the sum credited 
during the fiscal year 1947 to the special 
fund created by said act~".· 

In other words, this committee is say
ing there will . be approprlated for the 
Pittman-Robertson Act 100 percent of 
the amount ·collected from the sportsmen 
~uring 1947 for that purpose. 

· It is true that does not show in the . 
total of the bill because the figure itself 
was not used, but I understand the 1947 
collections amount to about $6,000,000. 
Last year, the committee held back on 
the money paid in by the sportsmen. 
This year, the Republican committee 
said, "We want to appropriate every dime 
that is collected under that head." 

If the $6,000,000 were given in figures, 
it would make the totals on fish and wild
life cited by the gentleman sound a little 
different. 

Mr. Chairman, the RECORD should 
show that the committee under the con
trol of the gentleman's party last year 
did come in here with a 50-percent cut 
on the Interior bill which I did recall 
quite accurately and which is now dem
onstrated by the figures from the report 
of last year. On the fish and wildlife 
item the committee has done better by 
the sportsmen of this country than has 
ever been done before in the history of 
the Congress. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Sup
plementing what the gentleman is saying 

regarding the figure of $15,000,000 hav
ing accumulated that the sportsmen 
have paid in, as the gentleman has so 
well said, the sportsmen will not only 
get the money collected from the sale 
of stamps, but also the $6,000,000 fund 
collected from the taxes derived from 
the sale of shells and other things. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The gen
tleman has served on the select commit
tee on wildlife restoration and knows 
whereof he speaks. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pro forma. amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am suri>rised that 
the distinguished gentleman from South 
Dakota would undertake to draw a com
parison between the record of the Demo
cratic Party and the record of his party 
with respect to reclamation. From the 
year when the Reclamation Act was 
passed in 1902 up to the day Franklin D. 
Roosevelt was inaugurated, there had 
only been appropriated for reclamation 
a total sum of $260,000,000. It was in 
fiscal 1934 that the golden era of recla
mation and development of the West be
gan. Since that time, from 1934 to 1947, 
inclusive, there has been m~de available 
for reclamation projects of the West 
under the leadership of a Democratic ad
ministration and a Democratic Congress 
a total sum of $940,000,000. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GORE. Not just now. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I hope 

the gentleman will yield before he com
pletes. 

Mr. GORE. I will do my best to do so. 
. I doubt if the people who live in the 

Central Valley of California, whose Gov
ernor asks that the budget item of 
$20,000,000 be increased to $40,000,000, 
will be very much impressed· with the de
votion of the Republican Party to recla
mation when they realize that instead 
of giving consideration to the request of 
their Governor who received the nomi
nation of both political parties, the sub
committee gave it a 66%-percent cut 
and recommended an appropriation of 
only $6,000,000. 

I doubt if the veterans who have prior
ity for resettlement rights or who are 
waiting on a long .aist to settle upon the 
reclaimed land of the Columbia Basin, 
one of the greatest irrigation ~rojects 
undertaken in the history of man, will 
be yery muc;h impressed with the interest . 
in reclamation projects of the West 
when they rend the speech made by the 
distinguished and able gentleman from 
Oregon yesterday, who told us that this 
bill did not represent the majority view 
of the subcommittee which heard all the 
evidence, and listened to all the testi
mony, but that it was, instead, a sledge
hammer job, a bill of the Republican . 
leadership, and when the subcommittee 
undertook to work its will; in the words 
of the distinguished gentleman from 
Oregon, a "big bad wolf" was threatened 
to be called in. Therefore, the bill came 
out, not as the majority of the commit
tee that considered it wishLd it to be, not 
as they thought it should be, but as the 
Republican leadership deemed it should 
be. That leadership comes not from the 
West, or at least the people of the West 

will come to one conclusion inescapably, 
that the Republican Members of Con
gress from the West are not the con
trolling influence in the party policies 
of their Congress. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. If the 
gentleman will yield, the gentleman is 
doing so well in describing the spending 
career of the President who occupied the 
White House between 1934 and 1942, 
when he compares the reclamation ap
propriations in the period going back to 
1902, that I thought he ought to go a 
little further and compare the total ap
propriations for all fields of Government 
between 1934 and 1942. He could have 
demonstrated that in those 8 years the 
party of which the gentleman is a mem
ber, under the leadership of the man who 
was then in the White House, spent more 
for the causes of . Government than was 
spent from the beginning of the Union in 
1776 until 1934. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I always enjoy listen
ing to my good friend from Tennessee, 
a member of the committee. There is 
one thing that can be said about him 
which I think is very noteworthy espe
cially in this debate. At least he writes 
his own speeches, or he delivers from the 
floor extemporaneously . . Yesterday a 
member of the Interior Department 
pretty close to the Secretary called my 
office and said, "This is the busiest place 
you have ever seen. For the past week 
everybody who could write a speech of 
any kind has been writing speeches for • 
tP.e. Congressmen to deliver up there to 
blast the majority members of the com
mittee." So we have li:stened to these 
canned . speeches to no end. But I say 
again the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. GORE] is not in that category. He 
gets up and says what he thinks. But I 
want to remind him of one thing, that 
were it not for the money, the dollars, 
the millions and billions which the Re
public_ans saved in the previous admin
istrations before 1933 his party would not 
have had this almost $1,000,000,000 to 
spend for reclamation and for the mil
lion and one other New Deal useless 
spending schemes, which we of Congress 
are . determined shall and must come to 
an end. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The following sums are appropriated out 

of the special fund in the Treasury of the 
United States created by the act o.f June 
17, 1902 (43 U. ~. C. 391, 441), and therein 
designated "the reclamation fund," to b~ 
available immediately. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I call your attention to 
a matter that I think would not be known 
to those persons who do not live out in 
the West. On page 33 the bill states: 

The following sums are appropriated out of 
the special fund in the Treasury of the 
United States created by the Reclamation 
Act .. nd therein designated "the Reclamation 
Fund." 

The reclamation fund is a fund ·that 
'comes into the Treasury and is merely a 
bookkeeping item, you might say, out of 
various sources. 
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In the act of 1902, when the reclama
tion law was first written, it provided 
that certain sources shoul<i be available 
to build up this fund. Briefly, they are 
the following: · 

Sale of town lots in reclamation proj
ects; moneys from royalties and rentals 
from the sale of potassium. 

On February 25, 1920, this was modi
fied so thP,t tlley only got 52% percent 
from the sale of potassium. On June 10, 
1920, the sale of reserved landr in recla
mation projects, and on June 10, 1920, 
50 percent of receipts from certain leases 
by the Federal Power Commission for use 
in national forests. 

The only question I want to bring 
home to the Members is this: whether 
this is going to be a pattern for future 
expenditures and future appropriations 
for reclamation projects. · If so. we are 
going to be in a very bad ;;ituation. In 
other words. that _·eclamation fund is 
a revolving fund coming out of certain 
accretions from certain Federal expen
ditures 1n the sales of land, leases, and 
so forth. As a .matter of fact, all of the 
money for the large projects in the last 
few yen:~·s in the Central Valley of Cal
ifornia and the Granrl Coulee and other 
similar projects of that kind have come 
out of the general fund. There is noth
ing wrong with taking this money out 
of the gene:.:al fund for this reason-that 
a certain portion of these multiple-pur
pose dams-what they call compen
sable-all the money used for irrigation 
and all the money used for the hydro
electric development features of the proj
ect is paid back into the Treasury. dollar 
for dollar, and if we are relegated to a 
trust fund it will cause the development 
of these projects to trickle down to prac-· 
tically nothing. 

In the appropriation you are making 
in this b111 for the Central Valley water 
project if the size of the appropriation 
is not materially increased hereafter, it 
will take us 27 years from today, accord
ing to the Bureau of Reclamation, to 
finish the project. We now have $180,-
000,000 In it, and until it is finally com
pleted we will not get very little com
pensable money out of that project, and 
all of the $180,000,000 will be virtually 
wasted until the water· gets to the land 
and until the electricity is distributed. 
We do have a small income from elec
tricity which we hope we can build up. 
As soon as the canals are dug we can 
build that fund up from the sale of · 
water to the farmers. 

I just want to point out that I hope 
this is not a pattern which the Com
mittee on Appropriations is going to fol
low in the future. In my opinion, Mem
bers who are not familiar with the prob
lems of the great West might think this 
is a very good plan. Those who are op
posed to appropriations for these great 
projects could use this kind of plan to 
kill these projects off by this slow type 
of appi opriations. ,I am merely point
ing this out to you and giving you this 
word of warning. I hope and pray this 
is not a pattern we are going to try to 
carry out in future appropriation bills 
for the Department of the Interior. We 
must get money from the general fund 
to expeditiously finish these great proj
ects. Only in that way can recompense 

for the money advanced be started and 
the project fina11y be paid off. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tiine of the 
gentleman from California has expir.ed. 

The Cle1·k Will read. · · 
The Clerk read as follows: 

GENERAL OFFICES 

Salaries and expenses (other than project 
offices): For expenses necessary during the 
fiscal year 1948, including personal services 
1n the District of Columbia, in the adminis
tration and performance by other than proj
ect oftlces of Bureau of Reclamation func
tions, $3,000,000, to be available for the pur
poses, among others, specified under the 
head "Operation and maintenance adminis

tration," Bureau of Reclamation, 1n the De
partment of the futerior Appropriation Act, 
1945, and reimbursable as to expenditures for 
operation and maintenance administration 
to the same extent as 1s provided under said 
head: Provided, That 1n addition to the fore
going amount there may be · transferred to 
this appropriation from other appropriations 
made to the Bureau of Reclamation not to 
exceed. $6,500,000 tor work to be performed 
for the benefit of specific projects: Provtded 
further, That not exceeding $150,000 of funds 
available for expenditure under this appro
priation shall be used for salaries and expen
ses in connection with informational work. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CARROLL: 
On page 33, lines 17 to 21, strike out "Pro

vided, That in addition to the foregoing 
amount there may be transferred to this 
appropriation from other appropriations 
made to the Bureau of Reclamation not to 
exceed $6,500,000 for work to be performed 
for the benefit of specific projects" and. in
sert "Provided, That in addition to the fore
going amount · there shall be available for 
expenditure under this appropriation . any 
sums transferred thereto for work performed 
or to be performed for the benefit of specitlc 
projects or undertakings for which other 
funds or appropriations are available." · 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, I may 
say to the Members of the House that the 
sole purpose of this amendment is to re
establish and reincorporate in this bill 
the old provisions o:L the 1947 and other 
appropriation bills. I should like to di
rect my remarks particularly to the gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. JONES].· I de
bated this subje.ct yesterday and asked 
the gentleman to sleep upon it and see if 
he could come to a conclusion. I appre
ciate that it is the desire of the Members 
on the left to save money, and I ask you 
to consider this most seriously. There is 
no saving of money in this provision of 
the bill, and there is no addition of any 
money in the amendment that I have 
offered. 

Here is the sole purpose of the amend
ment: This bill provides, as it now 
stands, that there shall be a limitation of 
$6,500,000. The old law was that there 
was no limitation. This is what I am 
getting down to in a few wm·ds: In Den
ver, the heart ·of the reclamation area, 
there are about 1,300 engineerf: who do 
the designing and supervision of con
struction for all of the great dams of the 
West. This is the groulJ that has done 
that work for Grand Coulee, Shasta, 
Boulder Dam, and for all of the continu
ing, going projects today. There is no 
saving here. I am giving you a legalistic 
argument now. In this bill under "Gen
eral offices;• on page 33, all you do, if this 

bill is passed, is disperse that great en
gineering force in ·Denver. You break it 
up and force ·them out into the different · 
projects areas. ·You will not save ' any 
money, for it is vital and essential that 
this designing and . coristniction work 
coJ:?.tinue .. You yoU,rself want tha·i;, I am 
sure. 

Let me say again to the Members, .this 
is no idle amenqment. This is no politi
cal gesture. This is of vital importance 
not only to the people of the West but 
to all of the people of the Nation who are 
interested 1n a continuation of these 
great reclamation problems. · -

If I may have the attention of the gen
tleman from Ohio, I should like to ask 
him a question if the purpose of this leg
islation was to really disperse that great 
engineering force. I am sur~ the gentle
man is aware that 50 nations Of thP. world 
have sent their engineers to the ~ecJ!l- . 
matiori Bureau for instruction and infor
mation. This is the . greatest engtneer~ 
ing force in the whole world today~ I a~ 
confident that this bm will disperse that ·, 
force~ I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if there is some hidden purpose here tpat 
is not apparent to me. I heve read the 
record. I see it nowhere in the record. 
Again I say to you, you will not save a 
dime, bec9tuse if you attempt. to place ~ 
limitation upon this, nowhere in your · 
'bill, not a single place in your .bill, will 
you .prevent tl}.e_ Bureau of ~ecl~mation 
from assigning men to the various proj-
ects. -
L~t me explain . th~t further for just 

a mom~nt. For ~an;1ple, the work qn 
Grand Coulee 1.s going to cont1hue. .Do 
you know that ln Denver the. desigoh;tg 
engineers on that dam are set oft in ·a 
small area, and .they' are paid, from that ' 
project? That is true of the Davis Dam; · 
that is true of the Big Thompson; . that 
is true of every dam that is under con
struction in the United States. 

I made a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Opio when we were talking about 
what to do With the Power Division. 
What did the gentleman say when the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN], 
asked him, "How do you intend to take 
care of the Power Division?" 

The gentleman says it will be taken 
care of by the great engineers of the 
Bureau of Reclam~tion; and that is true 
if that is the intention-it could be; but 
the gentleman said that we are spend
ing $12,000,000 for that purpose but not 
doing it under this bill. As I say, this is 
not a partisan, this is not a political 
matter. It is vital to the interest of the 
reclamation program. I sincerely trust 
you will accept this amendment. 

The CHAmMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Colorado has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request , of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I rise in opposition to the amendment; 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from -

Colorado proposes to remove a llmitation _ 
in the bill of $6,500,000 for the Denver, 
Colo., office. · · 
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In the fiscal year 1946 Denver. had 

$5,034,875 to s~nd. That was the actual 
expenditure. Then you will ·remember 
they had a large amount of funds or.. 
which the President opert..ted and on 
which he is still operating. There is still 
$85,000,000 frozen by the President. He 
lets them spend only $130,003,000 this 
fiscal year. Earlier he was going to let 
them spend only $85,000,000. Then on 
the eve of the election, in October, he 
raised the amount to $110,000,000 for 
construction projects of the Bureau of 
Reclamation and as he permits presently 
the amount for construction for this fis
cal year will be $130,000,000. 

Let us see what happened to the engi
neers in the Denver office. Instead of 
their taking a cut-back they took an in
crease from $5,000,000 to $14,000,000. If 
that is not loading the old engineering 
office· to the gunwales enough to do engi
neering for all public or private engi
neering jobs put together in the 17 West
ern States and all the engineering for 
the Rtates and counties too, then · I do 
not recognize a loaded pay roll when I 
see one. , 

We have put a limitation o($6,500,000 
for engineering. That is a substantial 
increase over the expenditure for 1946. 
We feel, therefore, that we have been 
very liberal to_ the Denver· engineering 
office. We have provided an amount of 
money for the next fiscal year which we 
think is consistent as an engineering 
job, $6,500,000. ' · · 

If, as the gentleman suggests, they 
take some of these construction fund ap
propriations that we have voted, to build 
irrigation projects upon the land to pro
Vide for the natural development of that 
great territory in the 17 Western States 
and they divert and pervert the inten.-· 
tions of the committee, the will of Cln
gress expressed in this bill, and use that 
money to t~ke care of a loaded pay roll, 
then we will find other means of putting 
other limitations in the bill next year so 
that they cannot get away with it. 

I ask that the amendment be voted 
down. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. CARROLL. I did not quite un

derstand the purpose of the proviso un
til I heard the gentleman's remarks be
cause it does not appear 'in the RECORD. 
As I understand the real purpose, then, 
it is to cut in half that great engineering 
staff. Is that the purpose? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The real pur
pose is to raise them by about $1,500,000 
over what they actually spent. in 1946. 

Mr. CARROLL. Then the gentleman 
was wrong when he said to the minority 
leader that you had added $12,000,000 
for engineers for the Power Division. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I was entirely 
correct, because instead of $12,000,000 
they are spending $14,000,000. 

Mr. CARROLL. Then the committee 
has delegated the work of the Power 
Division to the engineers and the gentle
man said to the minority leader, the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN] 
that the amount was $12,000,000. Now 
the gentleman wants to cut it to $6,-
500,000. . 

Mr .. JONES of Ohio. And they_ will 
have $1,500,000 more than-they hag in 
1946. The construction program pres
ently is frozen by the President. There 
is, therefore, plenty of money to take care 
of the job of marketing fiood-control 
power in Washington, right here in .the 
head office of the Bureau of Reclamation. 
Even in the Secretary's Office we allowed 
a couple of hundred thousand more than 
he had on the basis of 1938 personnel. 
But the Denver office presently has $14,-
000,000 instead of $12,000,000 which I 
reported to the majority leader. 

· Mr. CARROLL. I do not speak to that 
point, I speak to the point of the con
tinuation, the necessity for the con
tinuation of designing and supervising 
these contracts, n_otwithstam}ing the 
stoppages as a result of the war. _They 
must continue to design and carry out 
the great reclamation -projects of the 
West. Is that the purpose of this engi
neering group? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Certainly on 
the basis of money that it spent in 1946 
and the amount of engineering it did, 
$6,500,000 is consistent with the amount 
of ·money the President allowed the Bu
reau of Reclamation to spend this year. 
and the amount we are allowing them to 
spend next year. . 
- Mr. CARROLL. I had hoped that the 
gentleman from Ohio would accept ·this 
anieildine'nt. I heard his remarks here 
about the freezing of funds and I heard · 
riobody contest that. 

The CHAIRMAN. - The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has ·expired. · 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Colo
rado [Mr. CARROLL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

' GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

General investigations: For engineering 
and economic' investigations of proposed 
Federal reclamation projects and surveys, 
investigations, and other activities relating 
to reconstruction, rehabil1tation, extensions, 
or financial adjustments of existing proj
ects, and studies of water conservation and 
development plans, such investigations, sur
veys, and studies to be carried on by said 
Bureau either independently, or in coopera
tion with State agencies and other Federal 
agencies, including the Corps of Engineers, 
and the Federal Power Commission, $125,000, 
which may be used to execute detailed sur
veys, and to prepare construction plans and 
specifications: Provided, That the e~pendi
ture of any sums from this appropriation for 
investigations of nny nature requested by 
States, municipalities, or other interests 
shall be upon the basis of the State, mu
nicipality, or other interest advancing at 
least 50 percent of the estimated cost of such 
investigations: Provided jurthe1·, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be available 
for the preparation of any comprehensive 
plan or project report the estimates for which 
are not based upon current prices and costs. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, 
a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman,-I 
make a point of order against the lan
guage contained in line 13 beginning 
with the word "Provided" down through 
liJ:?-e 18 to the colon~· page 34, for the 

, reason it is legislation on an appropria
tio.n bill . . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle·
man from Ohio lMr. JoNES] desire to 
be heard on the point of order? The 
poirit of order is that this is legislation 
on an appropriation bill, not authorized 
by law. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
i concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of or
der is conceded. The- Chair therefore 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer· an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows~ 
Amendment offered by Mr .. STOCKMAN: 

Page 34, line 11, strike out "$125,000" and 
insert "$2,500,000." -

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
amount allowed by the budget for this 
item--

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I would like to make a point of order 
against this amendment, but will reserve 
it for the moment. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that that comes 
too late. 

.. The CHAIRMAN. Tpe gentleman 
, from Ohio makes a point of order. The 

gentleman from Oregon had already 
been recognized and had startecl debate. 
The Chair wants to be extremely fair 
and not too technical, .. but. that is the 
situation. The Chair is constrained to 
hold that the point of order comes too 
late. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. JONES .of Ohio. Mr .. Chairman, 
as I understand it,' the previous point 
of order was only made to language 
app·earing in lines 13 to 18, ending with 
the word "Investigations,'' is that cor- · 
rect? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. 

The gentleman from Oregon will 
proceed. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
amount allowed by the Bureau of the 
Budget for the item entitled "General 
Investigations," and I will explain to you 
in just a moment as to what is the de
tailed procedure of that department, was 
$5,«!00,000. The committee allowed $125,-
000 which in my analysis is a most 
inconsequential amount. 

I propose in my amendment to make 
that $2,500,000. I am willing to admit 
that I think the amount is probably in
sufficient, but I am also willing to settle 
for that much in view of the economy 
wave that is in progress in this Nation 
and to which I subscribe. 

The amount of $125,000 allowed by the 
committee is only 2 percent of the 
amount allowed in last year's budget. It 
is about $7,000 apiece for the 17 Western 
States. It is not enough money to even 
pay the terminal leave of the employees 
already employed in this department of 
the Bureau of Reclamation. The amount 
is irrelevant, insignificant, and in my 
opinion, it is a ridiculous . and absurd 
amount for this committee to allow for 
such an important work. Why is this -
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work important? It is important because 
it is the brains, the foundation, and the 
cornerstone of the Bureau of Reclama
tion. It has aptly been said that there 
is no substitute for · knowledge, and this 
is the knowledge, the fountainhead of 
knowledge, for the Bureau. What the 
Department does is determine in advance 
just what reclamation projects are most 
feasible to be recommended to the Con
gress. 

I submit to you that this comparatively 
small sum of only $2,500,000, and even if 
it were $5,000,000, is very, very small in 
comparison to the hundreds of millions 
of dollars it will undoubtedly save in 
future years, by reason of the Bureau 
being able· to recommend only those 
projects which are entirely sound and 
feasible. Now, it determines which is 
sound and feasible by these means: It 
gauges the stream flow. It determines 
the site or place where the dam should 
be located. It undertakes to determine 
the sort and type of soil in the proposed 
acreage to be irrigated. It determines 
what the people in the district think of 
the proposed project. In short, it un
dertakes to learn in advance whether or 
not this proposed project will pay its way. 

Let me say at this point that the Rec
lamation Bureau has a record up to date 
of· 97% percent repayments in the funds 
to the United States Treasury of the 
money which has been loaned to it, and 
to destroy the fountainhead of knowl
edge, the basis for all future planning for 
this Department, is, in my opinion, one 
of-the most ridiculous things we can do. 
· In summation of the reasons why I 
think this Department should be given 
this comparatively small amount, let me 
say this: In the first place, if this small 
amount of $125,000 is allowed to stand, 
it will kill all the irrigation programs at 
the grass roots. It will injure the pres
ent · and future income of the National 
Treasury. It will stop the progress of 
the last great frontier of America and 
the benefit that will accrue from this. 
We wm · be declaring that the House of 
Representatives is in a stagnant frame of 
mind, and I do not believe that to be so .. 
This Nation was not built on that sort of 
a policy and this Nation will not progress 
on that kind of a policy. It is not in any 
way partisan politics. 

Gentlemen, I submit to you that this 
is intelligent planning for the future 
progress of a wide-awake and progres
sive America. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. During the war 
we kept talking about getting ready in 
case there should be unemployment, to 
be ready to take care of the soldiers. 
Now, when we cut off all of these investi
gations, if there should be a depression 
in about 2, 3, or 4 years, all this investi
gatory work, which would get the proj
ects ready. would be lost. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. That is correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Oregon has expired. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent that all debate 

on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 15 minutes. · 

The CHAmMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from California 
[Mr. HINSHAW]. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Oregon is exactly cor
rect in the statement that he makes in 
reference to this particular appropria
tion for engineering and economic in
vestigations of proposed Federal recla
mation projects and surveys, investiga
tions, and other activities relating to re
construction, rehabilitation, extensions, 
or financial adjustments of existing 
projects, and studies of water conserva
tion and development plans, such in;., 
vestigations, surveys, and studies to be 
carried on by said Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, in the western half of 
the United States, and I am speaking of 
half of it in area, beginning at some point 
in the neighborhood of Kansas, which 
is about the mid-point of the United 
States, there is not enough rainfall to 
support the ordinary growing of crops. 
On the other hand, when water is con
served and brought to those areas it is 
very flne productive land. The gentle
man from Oregon who preceded me lives 
in that part of the world, as do I. He 
joined with us not long ago to go out to 
California to see a certain project there, 
the Central Valley project. We ar
ranged a very satisfactory visit for him, 
I understand, and permitted certain 
facilities in the nature of an airplane 
which he might use to fly over that great 
project. He comes back to you with the 
truth. I only wish that the other gen
tlemen on the subcommittee would take 
the trouble to actually go into the area 
for which they are making appropria
tions and find out what it is all about. 
The gentleman from Iowa I know has 
been there and fully understands the 
problem. 

Mr. JENSEN. I have zigzagged back 
and forth in a station wagon and on foot 
up and down from one end of the State 
to the other, I want the gentleman to 
know. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman from 
Iowa has done · that, as I just said. I 
was not looking at him when I made 
the previous statement. I know that he 
is fully cognizant of the needs of that 
area and he knows that not only is every 
dollar which is put into these projects 
repaid to the Federal Government, into 
the reclamation fund, but through the 
added income of the people of that area 
great sums of taxes are paid to the Treas
ury of the United States. The great 
State of California is the third largest 
taxpaying State in the Union, and of 
course I will have to take the enormous 
cigarette tax paid by the State of North 
Carolina into consideration. I trust 
that tlle amendment o1fered by the gen
tleman from Oregon will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
CARROLL]. . 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, yes
terday and today I supported· the post-

tion of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
SToCKMAN]. It is so sound that no 
thinking Member of this body can deny 
the full import of his amendment. This 
follows the amendment I tried to offer 
and gives you -some idea of what is afoot 
in· this Congress. Are we to destroy all 
the great reclamation ·projects in the 
West? If you pass the bill in its present 
form you will limit all future investi
gations. You will stop any reclamation 
work l.Jeing done under the Eighty-flrst, 
Eighty-second, and Eighty-third Con
gresses. In other words, reclamation 
will die on the vine because you are cut
ting its roots by this very action. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARROLL. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Will not 
this sort of investigation be the very 
method by which the Appropriations 
Committee can make the righ~ kind of 
appropriations and make feasible appro
priations? 

Mr. CARROLL. Exactly. Before 
these great projects can come before the 
Congress an investigation to determine 
their economic feasibility must have been 
conducted. 

That is the very thing that Congress 
should be most intereste~ in-to find out 
whether or not it is proper to appropriate 
money from the Treasury of the United 
States for reclamation projects. That is 
the very purpose of ·~his great investi
gating group. I sincerely hope, notwith
standing the fact that my other amend
ment, which was so important, was lost, 
that the committee will not reject this 
one, which is equ8lly important to the 
West and to the Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
CHENOWETH]. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the amendment o1fered 
by the gentleman from Oregon~ I had 
planned to introduce a similar amend
ment. However, I will follow the leader
ship of the gentleman who is a member 
of the subcommittee handling this legis
lation, and heard all of the evidence pre
sented to the committee concerning the 
needs of the Bureau for funds with which 
to continue the surveys of proposed proj
ects. I feel that certain reductions in 
appropriations for reclamation, as well 
as all other Government activities, are in 
order, but I submit it is highly important 
to carry on necessary investigation work. 

By thorough investigation we have the 
opportunity to determine what projects 
are feasible and those which cannot be 
justified. In .my district, Mr. Chairman, 
the Bureau of Reclamation has been 
making extensive and exhaustive studies 
over a long period of years of a project 
which is known as the Gunnison-Arkan
sas Transmountain Diversion project. 
This project contemplates bringing water 
from the Colorado River on the western 
slope of Colorado through tunnele to the 
eastern slope, where it will be aprlied to 
land located in the Arkansas Valley. 
This project would provide supplemental 
water for about 300,000 acre1 -of land 
which is now under cultivation~ and 
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would bring something like 337,000 acres 
of new land under cultivation. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I yield. 
Mr. BARRETT. Is it not true that 

the Bureau of Reclamation has been 
conducting investigations on 35 river 
basins and subbasins and 115 different 
projects and that the effect of this pro
vision in the bill will be to practically 
suspend all of these investigations that 
have been carried on? 

Mr. CHENOWETH. The gentleman 
from Wyoming is correct. I do not have 
the detailed information as to the exact 
number of projects, but the Bureau of 
Reclamation has been making extensive 
studies on proposed projects located in 
many areas. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
much interested in this amendment and 
hope it will be adopted by the .House. I 
feel it is in the interest of economy to 
check over very carefully these projects 
which are being proposed. The Bureau 
should be given sufficient funds to carry 
on the investigation work in which they 
are now engaged. 

Some of these projects involve larg_e 
sums of money. Congress is entitled to 
have full and complete information be
fore deciding on those selected for con
struction. I referred a mo-ment ago to 
the Gunnison-Arkansas project in Col
orado. This is a large project. Proposed 
plans call for the expenditure of several 
hundred million dollars. The amount al
ready spent for this survey will be wasted 
unless the Bureau can complete its in
vestigation and submit a report. 

There is a great· deal of interest in 
this project. A nonprofit corporation 
known as the Water Development Asso
ciation of Southeastern Colorado has 
been formed to develop the same. This 
association is composed of leading busi
ness and professional men of SO'!.!thern 
Colorado who are anxious to- see the 
report on this project completed at the 
earliest possible moment. 

The Bureau of Reclamation has an 
office in Pueblo, Colo., which has devoted 
much of its time to the survey of the 
Gunnison-Arkansas project. I am ad
vised that this office would be compelled 
to close if these investigation funds are 
reduced too low. I have received many 
wires today from citizens and civic .or
ganizations who are greatly concerned 
over the situation. They do not want 
to see this work abandoned. There is a 
shortage of water in the Arkansas Val
ley. The Bureau is conducting this 
study to determine if there is any excess 
water on the western slope that can be 
diverted to those who need it so badly on 
the eastern slope. The Bureau hopes 
to have it::; report ready this year. I 
understand the field work is about com
pleted, and it is now a matter of com
piling the data and information that has 
been obtained over a period of several 
years. 

Mr. Chairman, I have the highest re
spect for the chairman and every mem
ber of the subcommittee. I realize it is 
a most arduous task to prepare this an
nual appropriation bill for the Depart
ment of the Interior and its many agen
cies. I am sure the committee has actecl 

honestly and conscientiously in arriving 
at the amounts contained in this bill. 
However, I feel the sum of $125,000 for 
investigation work is too small. This 
amendment will raise that amount to 
$2,500,000. I understand there are some 
balances being carried over. I urge the 
House to adopt this amendment and 
provide the Bureau of Reclamation with 
the necessary funds to continue its pres
ent work of investigating proposed proj
ects. This will be a good investment, 
and the amount requested is reasonable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chair· recog
nizes the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
MURDOCK]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, 2 
years ago the chairman of the Commit-

. tee on Irrigation and Reclamation asked 
the Bureau of Reclamation to bring in an 
inventory of reclamation projects that 
we might have in the postwar period. 
The war at the time was still going on. 
The Department brought in such an in
ventory it was a heartening and revealing 
thing to see what was possible-even 
probable-in the West. 

It is an enlightening thing that in the 
45 years since the Bureau of Reclamation 
has been functioning under the act of 
1902, nearly a billion dollars has been 
spent, and these great projects which we 
have heard eulogized so much and which 
I, too, have eulogized, have been estab
lished and are now paying out while 
creating new homes and much new 
wealth. But less than half of the total 
water resources of the West have been 
thus utilized. The other half of our re
sources are yet going to waste, leaving 
our great new Nation vast reclamation 
projects for the future. 

If you cut off these investigations, you 
are effectively stopping this work. You 
cannot simply pass a law here in Con
gress authorizing the construction of a 
great project on any river and then pro
ceed immediately without the blueprints. 
It takes long years of scientific study to 
make feasible plans so that the work will 
be successful when finally completed. 
But this reduction in the bill hits ex
actly at that germinal feature of recla
mation which permits it to grow. For 
that reason, if the bill is not changed in 
the direction of the proposed amend
ment, reclamation will be effectively 
stopped. If you stop it for 1 year you 
have halted it for a long, long time, be
fore a more generous and progressive 
Congress can see proper to remedy the 
situation. 

I am in favor of the amendment, and 
I hope it will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Arizona has expired. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNES] 
is recognized. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. (:hairman, 
on page 314, part III, of the hearings, 
you will fin~ an interesting table. The 
total estimated cost of authorized proj-

. ects is shown at $2,794,000,000, in which 
there is alread: invested $812,000,000. 
There is a balance to complete them all, 
$1,981,000,000 Those p.rojects are proj
ects the total construction cost of which 
has ·already been estimated by general 
investigation funds. There. are $2,000,-
000,000 worth of authorized projects yet 

to be constructed that these folks h~ve 
investigated. The final engineering de
tails and specifications conie -out of the 
construction funds. Should we spend 
money for thes~ general investigations--
$2,000,000 or $5,000,000, or any other 
amount-when at th~ highest expecta

·'i.lr..,::. of the wildest New Deal planners it 
would take us 5 or 6 years to catch up 
with the r.uthorized projects? Can we 
not ::;arr;y out our mandate and cut down 
general investigation expenditures when 
we have been liberal with the construc
tion items? We have been as liberal as 
the President has been with the funds 
this year. He has only allowed $130,-
000,000 to be spent. We have allowed 
$141,000,000 to be spent the next year. 
The engineering speciftcatil:ns, blueprint 
details, and the physical work will be paid 
for out of the moneys we have appro~ 
:t:-riated-the $141,000,000 which k made 
avd.ilable with funds appropria .... ed in this 
bill. 

I recommend, therefore, that these in
vestigations projected far into the future 
be dispensed with. At another point in 
this table you will find general investi
gation employees are working on a trestle 
board of projects calling for $5,000,000,-
000 of expenditure. You will find them 
on page 312 of the hearings. Instead of 
using appropriations to complete the 
projects already authorized, these folks 
have their heads in the clouds and their 
feet in the stratosphere working on $5,-
000,000,000 worth of unauthorized proj
ects. How long will it take to get to them, 
considering we are all for reclamation in 
the West? We want to see the sound de
velopment of the natural resources in the 
West. . We want to see the West re
claimed. Why should we spend two and 
one-half or three million dollars for this 
purpose when the Bureau of Reclamation 
will not spend it on specific projects, 
where salt water is replacing fresh water 
down underneath the ground, upon 
which the crops must depend to exist? 
That is the case in the All-American 
canal district. That is the case in the 
Central Valley district where they ·have 
had from ten to twenty million dollars a 
year that they would not spend on proj
ects half constructed and yet they seek 
millions of dollars to investigate new 
projects. I hope the amendment will be 
voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

All time has expired. 
The question is on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. STOCKMAN]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. STOCKMAN) 
there were-ayes 56, noes 106. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Central ~alley project, California: Joint 

facilities, $690,000; irrigation faci'ttics, $5,-
134,980; power !acUities, Shasta power plant, 
$427,800, Keswick Dam, $100,740, Keswick 
power plant, $218,040; transmission lines, 
Shasta to Delta, via Oroville ~>nd Sacra
mento, 230 kilovolt, $256,680. Contra Costa 
Canal extension, 69 kilovolt, $71.760; in all, 
$6,900,000. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I otfer an amendment. 
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The Clerk read-as follows: -
Amendment offered by Mr. MILLER of Cal

ifornia: Page 35, line 6, after ·the word 
"Californta", strike out the remainder of the 
line and all of lines 7 through 12 and·insert: 
"$20,000,000 from· the general •fund of the 
Treasury." 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I make ·the point of order against the 
amendment on the r.•round that it is not 
germane to this section of the bill in that 
this section deals with the reclamation 
fund and not the general fund of the 
Treasury. 

The CHAJ:_~MAN. Does the gentle
man from California desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. MILLER of California. Have I 
made a mistake in the section? I under
stood the Clerk to be reading from "Con
struction" starting with line 6. This is 
an _ incr.ease for the Central Valley 
project. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio has made the point ·of order 
that this amendment was not germane 
to the section because it takes money 
out of the general fund of the Treasury 
and not out of the reclamation fund. 

Does the gentleman desire to be heard 
as to the facts embodied in the state
.ment which I have just made? If the 
fact is conceded the Chair is constrained 
to sustain the point of "Jrder. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, . ·a 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

will state it. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I was listening 

carefully to the reading by the . Clerk 
but heard no mention of Davis Dam, 
which is· in this same list. I understand 
the Davis Dam item was not read. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 
that portion of the bill so that the gen
tleman m_ay be informed. 

The· Clerk read as follows: 
Page 35, line 5, Davis Dam project, Ar1~ 

zona-Nevada, $6,200,000. · 

M.r. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I of
fer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as ·follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MURDOCK: Page 

35, line 5, strike out "$6,200,000" and insert 
"$18,000,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes in support of his amendment. -

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman-
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman; 

I ask unanimous c.onsent that all debate 
on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 6 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. Chair
man, I object. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a parliamentary · 
inquiry? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. We are going back 

now to ari 'earlier proJect that was over-

looked. As I understand, -this· ·has noth- · 
ing to do with the Central Valley project. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, the 

budget estimate on this item was $Hi,
OOO,OOO. Let us look at this item. I 
mentioned it two or three times in the 
last two days but I took the precaution 
yesterday to insert in the ·Appendix of 
the RECORD a more complete statement 
with regard to it and that will be found 
as the last item in the Appendix of the 
RECORD of yesterday. 

The reason I am very much con
cerned about this item is that the build
ing of the Davis Dam is required in item 
12, section (b) of the water treaty with 
Mexico, ratified in 1945. That treaty 
provides that the dam must be built, as a 
treaty requirement, within 5 years. 

I understand that the cost of this dam 
will be in the neighborhood of $70,000,-
000. · The work has already been started 
on it and contracts let. There was no 
Presidential freeze in regard to the ma
terials on this particular piece of con
struction. 

I was over there on the site twice last· 
autumn and I am glad to report that the 
construction company is going forward 
with -the work on schedule, but is operat
ing on funds already appropriated. Un- · 
less we appropriate a sufficient sum of 
money regularly we cannot complete this 
dam by 1950. · 

What if we do not complete it? If we 
do not complete it we have violated or 
abrogated a treaty with Mexico. There 
may be some who would like to see that 
done, and I am pretty certain there are 
some in Mexico who would like to see that 
done. For many years we have argued 
with our neighboring republic to :the 
south of us with regard to the Colorado 
River and the Rio Grande. Twp years 
ago, after lengthy negotiations, we 
adopted a water treaty which conta:ins 
a provision for the building of the Davis 
Dam. 

Now, it takes two to make a bargain. 
These two great Republics argued over 
this matter hotly for years. I must con
fess I was not entirely satisfied with the 
provisions of the treaty, but it was rati
fied by the United States Senate in due 
form with less than a dozen dissenting 
votes in the Senate. If we abrogate this 
treaty and open it all up again we will 
not get as good a bargain even as the 
bargain we now have. What would re
sult? Mexico has time after time, · year 
after year, claimed 3,000,000 acre-feet of 
water to 4,500,000 acre-feet of water. 

Can Mexico use it? She certainly 
could in the delta of the lower Colorado 
which goes into the Gulf of California. 
Mexico has millions of acres of good land 
that can be used down there and that 
land can use far more than 4,500,000 
acre-feet of water each year to compete 
destructively with our irrigated lands 
nearby. 

Now that the river has been regulated 
at our expense they can utiliZe all water 
they can put on the land. They can use 
half of the river. we· are fortunate now 
to have Mexico's claim limited by treaty. 

Mr. Chairman, we must not fail tO 
carry out that treaty for the protection 
Of our OWI- lands in the West, as well . as 

the land ln.-Texas irrigated from -the Rio 
Graitcle. ~ I -h~g y(iu "to ·~ee to i~ that ·no 
other ·considel'ations· enter into this. It 
is· false -- and phony :economy to think of 
saving a few million dollars annually for - . 
the next few· years and losing possibly 
two or three million acre-feet or water 
forever to the Republic of Mexico. 

Mind y~u. every , acre-foot of water 
applied to the land in that area yields 
$20 in actual cash crop value every 12 
months, so that you can see what a mil
lion acre-feet of water means when it is 
lost forever. It is equivalent to $20,-
00&,000 annually in lost crop value. I 
love my neighbors, but I do not love them 
that much. There is too little water in 
the Southwest. My own State is starv
ing for water. Other States in the 
Southwest are starving for water. We 
must -use our water to the best advantage 
and protect our rights. ·. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Arizona has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio . . Mr. Chairman, I . 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 15 minutes, reserving the 
last 5-minutes for the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection . 
to the request- of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr.- KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, under 

the 5-minute rule, the 'first 5 minutes 
this . morning were taken up by reading 
an editorial from · the Washington Post 
by the gentleman from Iowa. I will just 
take a _couple of lines from it: 

The Utopian plans for making the wilder
ness blossom by a forced process are a 
dream of the future. 

Now, this is a reference to reclamation, · 
and this is a city, Washington, D. C., 
where the first reclamation project was 
started in the United States. The States 
of Maryland and Virginia ,gave the · 
grpu~d. the poo~est piece of land in 
America, to set up the Capital of the 
United States. It was a malaria-infested 
swamp so they wanted to get rid of it. 
They_gave it to their country for the lo .. 
cation of the Natlonal Capital. It is 
said that on the day the cornerstone was 
laid George Washington bought three 
lots from some land shark selling them 
on the corner, but it does not tell how he 
disposed of them or got rid of them. On 
the top of this dome that we are now 
working under is a statue. The fore
fathers were so sure that Washington 
was going to build out in the direction of 
hi.§ lots that the statue was faced out 
that .way. They were wrong. They 
never thought that Washington would be 
built down in a swamp. But, reclamation 
came along, and a real Washington was 
built down in the swamp. And now we 
read of the audacity of the editor of the 
Washington Post saying "a dream of the 
future." Can you gentlemen compare 
the great domain of the West to the land 
here 150 years ago when they started in 
to build this Capitol? There is great 
vision in the West and great hopes but 
the land they have is not the kind of land 
they had to start this Capital here. Just 
think of today when ·we see all the 
busses coming in here with children tak
Ing -a look at ·the Nation's Capital. 
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Think of the happinesS that must be in 
their hearts when they climb the steps 
over there, and then think of the editor 
of the Washington Post riding to his 
home in Chevy Chase or wherever it is, 
with well-lighted streets along the side
walks, the finest city in any of the 
world's national capitals, and then he 
has the audacity to say "a dream of the 
future," when we consider legislation to 
try to reclaim any of the land in those 17 
great Western States. I wonder what 
that editor had in mind when he put into · 
the paper the editorial that he did. I 
again repeat, "a dream of the future," 
and that is what the Department of th~ 
Interior is trying to make of the Western 
States. It will be a dream of the future 
if they can do there wl)at they have 
done here in the city of Washington, 
especially in improving that ground 
where for example the Washiny,ton Post 
stands today. 

No, we can easily fix up the West and 
do a good job if this Congress and this 
committee will only allow the .Depart
ment ·of the Interior a few dollars to do 
the job with. The money for . :the de- · 
velopment of our West is not a handout; 
not a gift; but an advance to the people 
and every cent of it will be returned to 
us. They are not giving it to them, like 
they are giving it to foreign nations. 
They are only lending it to the Ameri
cans, so if they will just loan a few dol
lars what the Interior Department asks 
for to help reclaim the West, to irrigate 
it, to get power there, sure, they will 
make a much better job out of the West 
than they have done out of Washington. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
liARLESS]. . 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. Chair
man, iP. line with the comments of my 
colleague, the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. MuRDOCK], I wish to emphasize 
the necessity of passing this amend
ment to increase the .amount of money 

• that has been allotted for Davis Dam. 
As the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
MuRDOCK] told you, we have a treaty to 
uphold, and unless we complete this dam 
within 5 years, that treaty may be abro
gated. I want to remind you that in the 
·allocation of a mere $6,000,000 instead 
of . the necessary $18,000,000 it is prac
tically a strangulation of the construc
tion of this particular dam. In carry
ing on the construction of a project of 
this kind, the contractor must maintain 
a certain number of engineers and a corps 
of experts, and then he has the general 
expense of running his camp. With the 
small appropriation that has been allot
ted to this particular project, the con
tractor cannot go forward. This dam 
was started back in 1941. Then the war 
came along and it was necessary to stop 
construction. The camp remained there 
for 4% years. Last year construction 
was resumed. With the necessary funds 
that were set · up by the Bureau of the 
Budget this year, that is, $18,000,000, 
which this amendment seeks to restore, 
the contractor will be able to complete it 
within the required time. As has been 
stated here frequently, t.l:lis is merely a 
loan by the Government -to this pr-oject, 
and the money will be repaid with inter-

est. ·These projects mean a great deal 
·to the Southwest. 

Mr. POULSON. Mr. Chairman, wi~l 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. POULSON. Is it not true that 
· that interest will not start until after the 

project is finished, and that repayment 
will not start until ~he project is finished? 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. That is 
true, it will not start until the project is 
in operation. We have already invested 
some $20,000,000 or more. To stop con
struction now is folly. Let ·me emphasize 
tha" a mere $6,000,000 will not make it 
possible to continue the construction of 
this dam with efficiency. It will merely 
mean the strangulation of the work on 
this job. I urge you to adopt the amend
ment and make it possible for us to carry 
out our obliga~ions and complete our 
work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
DAW~ON]. 

· Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Chair
man, as a new Member of the Congress, I ' 

. hesitate to take issue with a conscien
tious, hard-working group of my col
leagues like those composing the Appro
priations Subcommittee that has report
ed the Interi-or appropriation bill for 
1948. Any -comments or observations I 
make with respect to the items in this bill 
must not be taken as a reflection on the 
work ot the committee whose members 
have doubtless acted as their best judg
ment dictated. 

I am particularly concerned at the re
duction in the item for the Provo River 
project which is nearing completion in 
my State of Utah. The Provo River 
project has two important angles; one 
is to provide supplemental water for 
some 90,000 acres of presently cultivated 
land that requires additional water sup
plies in order to preserve existing agri
culture. The irrigation features of this 
project cannot be brought into full ac- . 
tion until Duschesne tunnel is completed 
to carry water from the Colorado River 
Basin into the Provo River Basin for 
irrigation and for further transfer to 
supplement the municipal water supply 
of Salt Lake City, Provo, and Orem. 

The second major phase of the Provo· 
River project is the aqueduct being con
structed to carry water from the Provo 
River area to the city of Salt Lake. This 
aqueduct is also nearing completion and 
the longer its completion is delayed the 
more danger Salt Lake City faces- with 
regard to its water supply which is be
coming critical. 

The reduction in the Provo River proj
ect budget items from $1,430,000 to $1,-
000,000 is therefore depl-ored since it will 
further delay the completion of the Provo 
River project both irrigation and munic
ipal water supply. I state advisedly 
that the reduction is deplorable espe
cially in view of the fact that the Provo 
River Water Association and Metropoli-' 
tan Water District of Salt Lake last year 
voluntarily · increased their repayment 
obligations for this project by 50 percent 
in order to cover the additional construc
tion cost during and since World Warn. 
I am proud of the fact that my State 

of Utah took this action, and I hope that 
a way will be found not only to restore 
the budget cut for the Provo River proJ
ect 'but to increase the appropriations so 
that all parts ·of this project can be 
speedily completed. Two other items in 
this bill which are of particular concern 
to Utah are its interest in putting all of 
its water resources to work in irrigation 
developments as speedily as possible. 
The State has cooperated with the Bu
reau of Reclamation in advancing inves
tigations of future projects including the 
great central Utah development which 
challenges the . efforts of engineers both 
of the Federal Government and the State. 
There is yet much work to be done in in
vestigating the water resources of Utah 
and additional · funds are badly needed. 

However, the recommended cut in 
general-investigation funds from $5,-
000,000 to $125,000 and the Colorado 
River development fund from $500,000 
to $250,000 would mean the virtual dis
orderly liquidation of the planning work 
being conducted under . these two pro
grams. The funds would represent .less 

·.than 7 percent of the ·programs now 
being carried out in the ·state of Utah. 
If funds are appropriated in s:uch s;mall 
amounts, all, or practically all, of the 
project-planning. field offices at Logan, · 
·St. George,- Spanish Fork, Vernal, and 
Salt Lake City would have to be .closed 
completely, and the investigat~ons in the 
Bonneville Basin·. inch.tdin·g Bear River· 
project, the Weber River Basin project, 
the Provo River project extension, power 
studies, and investigations of existing 
projects would have to be abandoned. 
All work in the Colorado River Basin 
would be slowed down considerably. 
This reduced scale of operations would 
seriously affect work in the Virgin River 
Subbasin, the Santa Clara unit of the 
Dixie project, the Colorado -River storage 
project, the Central Utah project, Emery 
County project, Vernal project. Jensen 
project, Bluff project, sedimentation 
studies, power studies, and investiga
tions of existing projects. In fact, it is 
unlikely that any constructive work 
could be done at all in the State of Utah, 
inasmuch as terminal leave for person
nel to be laid off would require more 
than the amount recommended to be 
appropriated. Complete disintegration 
of the highly trained technical staff of 
the Bureau would result, and almost 
complete lay-off of the trained personnel 
would be required. The Bureau could 
not resume its present rate of speed for 
years, even. if· adequate appropriations 
became available next year. The Na
tion as a whole, .and particularly the 
West, would suffer for generations to 
come because the continuity of the col
lection of basic records which are so 
essential to this type of work would have 
to be terminated to a large extent. 

I join with my colleagues from other 
Western States in protesting against the 
reductions in funds for the construction 
of other projects. I agree that tpe Fed
eral Government must economize, but I 
suggest that true economy can be 
achieved better through completing 
promptly irrigation projects which have 
been started in which the Federal Gov
ernment has an investment than it can 
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be· achieved by slowing down construc
tion and piling up· overhead costs on a 
frozen investment. 

The C-HAIRMAN . . The Chait recog
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I want to commend the chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Appropriations, the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr: JONES], for 
the excellent effort he has made in con
nection with tht. Interior Department 
Appropriation bill. It is outstanding, 
indeed. 

However,! am dist~rbed about the ap
propriations provided for Public Power 
Development. I understand this item 
is substar~tial, Uiat it can run into a 
figure between twenty and forty million 
dollars. ' I feel sure that this is not in 
·accordance with the wishes of my good 
friend and colleague. It is unlikely that 
I could have done any better, if as well, 
had I been in his place. 

Nevertheless this appropriation for 
further nationalizing electrical power 
presents ominous aspects that are dis
concerting to say the least. I view the 
development of political ownership and 
control of electrical power as one of the 
key dangers to liberty and competitive 
enterprise in the. United States. I shall 
be compelled to vote against this meas
ure. 

The· CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog~ 
n1zes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JonsJ. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
this Davis Dam project in Arizona has 
an appropriation in this bill of $6,200,000. 
The unexpended cash available for 1948, 
as reported in the hearings, for expendi
ture by the Bureau · of Reclamation is 
$2,501,884. This makes a total available 
for this Project in 1948 of $8,701,884. · 

The treaty between the United States 
and Mextco has to do with water. Water 
is the problem. Water is the treaty. 
What are the features of this project 
that have to do with water? First, it is 
irrigation. Next, it is joint facilities. 
That is, there are some parts of the 
multiple-purpose dam that are used both 
for power and water. They call those 
facilities joint facilities .. 

At page 652 of the hearings you will 
see in column 2 the 1948 budget estimate 
for joint facilities is $8,209,000, so when 
the committee allows $8,701,000 it has 
allowoo more than is necessary for the 
joint facilitbs for the next fiscal year. 
We contend that that carries out our 
treaty with Mexico. 

The Bureau of Reclamation wants to 
complete power lines today from a dam 
that will not generate power until . 5 
years from now. Where do they propose 
to get the power? From the allottees of 
the Boulder Canyon project. In other 
words, they are charging up transmission 
lines to the Davis Dam 5 years ahead of 
the generation of power at the dam, and 
they are perverting the purposes of the 
Boulder Canyon Project Act, for that 
dam never was supposed to have a trans
mission line built from it. All of the 
allottees get their power direct from the 
bus bar at the Boulder Dam. 

I contend that if the Bureau of Recla
matimi and the gentlemen who weep 

crocodile· tears for this p·roject are really 
interested in carrying out the treaty, 
they would come forward with a limi
tation on this language such as I tried 
to get in committee but did not have the 
votes to get, to make the money avail
able for irrigation and joint facilities, 
and then the treaty provisions would be 
carried out. 

The rest of the budget estimate is for 
power. I recommend and urge that the 
amendment be voted down· because the 
amounts we have allowed and the 
amount of the carry-over takes care of 
the joint facilities which carry out our 
teres of the treaty. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the amendment of• 
fered by the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. MURDOCK]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, .a 

parliamentary inquiry. 
.IJ'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 

state it. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. As I understand it, 

we had returned to a part of the bill 
which was already read by the Clerk. 
The Clerk finished reading the Central 
Valley project from 6 to 12. Is that cor
rect? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 1s 
correct. . .. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Is debate open on 
that particular paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate never 
was closed on the paragraph, and the 
paragraph is open to amendment. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment which 
is at the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read a8 follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MILLER of Cali

fornia: On pag~ 35, line 6, after the word 
"California", strike out the remainder of the 
line and all of line 7 through 12 and insert 
"$20,000,000." 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, this is the amendmenf which 
seeks to restore to the Central Valley 
project ln California the amount recom
mended by the Bureau of the Budget. 
There is presently proposed in the bill 
$6,900,000 for this project, which, with 
the estimated $10,000,000 carry-over, 
falls far short of the schedule of con
struction presently set up of $30,000,000. 
The requested appropriation would hard
ly take care of some $18,000,000 worth 
of proposed construction. This is the 
project on which the Honorable Earl 
Warren, Governor of California, came to 
Washington and test~fied before the sub
committee handling this bill and recom
mended that instead of $30,000,000 being 
made available, double the amount 
should be appropriated in the interest of 
getting the project finished rapidly. The 
necessity for this project is obvious. We 
have had a great increase in population 
in the State of California. Further than 
that, the drain that has been made upon 
the water resources of California has 
been great. Down in the San Joaquin 
Valley, where they are pumping ground 
waters that are irreplaceable, the only 
way that we can continue to produce on 
that soil is through some supplemental 

waters that must ·be brought tnto · the 
.area through the completion of this proJ
ect. For those of you who do not re
member the details. of the project, in the 
northern portion of the great Central 
Valley, .the Sacramento Valley, an abun
dance of water falls. In the southern 
portion of the great ·central Valley, the 
San Joaquin Valley, there is a dearth of 
water. The proposal for this valley un
dertakes by engineering means to trans
fer the surplus water in the Sacramento 
Valley through a series of canals and the 
delta cross channel and a series of lift
ing pumps into hi_ghland canals that 
will distribute the water in the San 
Joaquin Valley. 

This project has been building for 
some "time, and the quicker it is com
pleted the quicker people and the Treas
ury will be reimbursed for the money 
that has been spent on it;· It cannot 
be completed until the water is made 
available to the farmers. In my own 

· district we are concerned with the com
pletion of the Contra Costa Canal. 
There a small sum is needed for this 
purpose, but it is important to tie in 
the last essential link of this phase of 
the project. Then we can begin to build 
laterals that will carry the water out to 
the lands of the district for irrigation. 

Further than that, water from this 
canal will also be used for domestic pur
poses. The city of Martinez ·has already 
voted bonds for. and is in the process of 
constructing, a filtration plant in order 
to meet the time at which the Contra 
Costa Canal will be completed. Pres
ently the domestic water supply of Mar
tinez in Contra Costa County is inade
quate. This is one of the counties in 
California that had a phenomenal in
crease in population, brought about by 
the war effort. Their prewar popula
tion was 90,000. Its present population 
presses 300,000. This new population 
·pressure is one of the factdrs that makes 
it imperative that this project be com
pleted at the shortest possible time. 
That is why Governor Warren urged, as 
the hearings will show, a 100-percent 
increase in the sum I seek to have re
stored to the bill. The effects of cuts 
are disastrous. With construction of 
irrigation facilities consider~bly less 
than half completed, present construc
tion work will have to be seriously cur
tailed, in addition to the inability to 
begin work on new project units not yet 
under contract. Contracts for construc
tion already in force will require prog
ress payments exceedinr $9,000,000, not 
including the cost of materials, equip
ment, and other necessary charges, such 
as those for rights-of-way, engineering, 
and so forth. Water .. distribution facili
ties affected will be: 

Delta-Mendota pumping plant: Ad
vertisement for bids to construct this 
vital unit of the irrigation 'system will 
likely · be held up. Early advertisement 
had been planned. 

Delta-Cross Channel canal: Surveys 
and final plans looking toward the award 
of a ·~OI)tract for construction of this unit 
in 1949 wm. have to be delayed. 

Delta-Mendota canal: Work will be 
stopped in part, if not entirely, in view of 
required. progress payments totaling 
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about $3,000,000. About 23 miles of this 
ca~al are under construction out of a 
total of 120 miles to be built. 

Power facilities; No power substation 
to serve the Delta-Mendota pumping 
plant was provided for, which would de
lay use of the Delta-Mendota canal if 
not restored. 

Completion of the Delta-Mendota 
canal and the pumping plant with ap
purtenant power facilities are essential 
before e:ffective use can be made of the 
Friant-Kern canal. These facilities are 
necessa-ry to replace the water that the 
Friant-Kern canal will divert out of the 
San Joaquin to the southern end of the 
valley. Without them only the rela
tively small increase in San Joaquin 
water which will . be made available 
through conservation can be turned into 
the Friant-Kern canal when that struc
ture is ready. 

Friant-Kern canal: With 75 miles of 
this long canal now under contract the 
Bureau would be unable to advertise for 
bids for further construction. Progress 
payments on present contracts will re
quire about $5,000,000, which just about 
equals the entire new appropriation Q.l
lowed for all irrigation work in the entire 
Central Valley. Ability to continue work 
under present contracts will be jeop
ardized. 

Power generation: Completing instal
lation of three additional generating 
units at Shasta may not be a:ffected, but 
work at Keswick will virtually stop. 
Progress payments for turbines, genera
tors, and other equipment now under 
contract will just about take up the full 
amount, appropriated for power work at 
Keswick. Three generating units are 
planned at Keswick. · 

·Transmission lines: Only $256,680 for -
total transmission line work was allowed, 
and this was earmarked for use in ex
tending the Shasta-Sacramento-Delta 
line toward its terminal. Progress on 
this vitally needed line will be sorely re
tarded. Funds requested for construc
tion of the west-side lines and other fa
cilities for distributing Shasta and Kes
wick power were denied. In the absence 
of lines to transport power to points 
where it is sorely needed to help meet 
California's power shortage, the net ef
fect will be to bottle up the power gen
erated at Shasta and Keswick. Each 
year that this power is not marketed will 
cause a loss of about $2,000,000 in reve
nues needed to help repay project costs. 

. Furthermore the denial of funds to 
build substations on the Shasta-Sacra
mento-Delta line will make it impossible 
for the Bureau to make energy available 
to consumers along the way. Funds were 
denied also for vital switchyards at 
Shasta and Keswick, for the Contra 
Costa substation, and for a power line 
from Sacramento to Antelope. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in 10 minutes, the last 3 
minutes to be reserved for the commit
tee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

·Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
object. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that all debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto close in 15 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to: 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from California [Mr. JoHNSON] is recog
nized for 3 minUtes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, it is too bad we do not have 
more time to discuss this very important 
matter. I know the way the Committee 
acts now it is in no mood to make any 
amendments. But I want to make one or 
two comments about this bill which I 
hope you will carry with you. What is 
the problem of economy involved in this 
bill? The whole bill does not provide 
niore than three-fourths of 1 percent of 
the amount of the budget. If you in
crease the amount provided in this bill 
by 50 percent, it would not make a ripple 
in the sea of economy. 

Another point I want to make is this: 
That what we are trying to do, in order 
to get you to accelerate construction on 
this great project, is good, pure Republi
can doctrine. I intenaed to o:ffer an 
amendment to increase the amount by 
$5,000,000, and provide that four-fifths 
of that should be used for the construc
tion of transmission lines. If you will 
build a transmission line from Shasta 
Dam down to Red Blu:ff, I am informed 
by the Reclamation Bureau, you can re
cover $2,000,000 in the sale of power 
every year. Remember that the water 
that could go through the wheels of these 
new generators that are to be installed 
will simply run down to waste until that 
transmission line is built, to carry the 
juice from those new generators. 

-Another point I want to make is that 
the private "utility in California is gradu
ally getting in a position where they can 
say to us, "We have all the transmission 
lines that you require. You put your 
juice across our lines." 

I want to see this project in a position 
where we will have a bloc of independent 
power and not be funneling our electric 
energy over their lines or funnel through 
their cash registers these tremendous 
profits, which should be spread among 
the electric consumers. 

The situation at the present time is 
that we should develop the transmis
sion system on a small scale each year. 
On the particular line I mention you 
will recover at least two-thirds of its 
cost each year after its completion. -

Let me point out to you furthermore 
that in California we have 600,000 new 
veterans in addition to the ones who 
enlisted or were inducted from Califor
nia. Our whole economy is set up and 
based on the rapid development of these 
great systems of water and power. 
These veterans will get a direct benefit 
out of the development of the Central 
Valley, particularly from the irrigation 
features and the electric power features. 

I suggest that the Members listen to 
our Governor, who asked for 40,000,000 
this year for the Central Valley project. 
He might be here in 1949 sending budget 
suggestions down to us. 

.The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
have a preferential motion at the desk 
which I now o:ffer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentle
man does not want to be recognized on 
the amendment? He was standing and 
the Chair has his name on the list. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I am using my time 
to place before the House a preferential 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
port the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. HoLIFIELD moves that the Committee 

do. now rise and report back to the House 
with the recommendation that the enacting 
clause be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min
utes in support of his motion. 

Mr. HOLI~IELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
regret very much to have to make such 
a motion to get time, but a great many 
of us Membe!'s have sat on this floor for 
two whole days waiting to get 5 minutes 
to speak on a matter that is of great 
importance to the State ' of California. 
It is very disappointing to have such 
arbitrary and rude treatment on the part 
of the gentlemen on the majority side. 
Otherwise I would never have thought 
of putting such an amendment on the 
Clerk's desk just to get 5 minutes' time 
after waiting for two whole days. 

The Central Valley water project in 
California is an important project. It 
is important to 9,000,000 people. Dur
ing the past 3· years we have had an 
increase in our population of over 2,000,-
000 people. Twenty-five thousand people 
a month · are coming in at the Yuma 
border. Four . thousand of these people 
are veterans coming each month int.o the 
State of California and transferring their 
veterans• files to California. They want 
to· settle down there. Many of them are 
farmers from the South, the East, and 
the Sbutheast. 

Just a short while ago we had 20 farms 
up in the Tule Lake district of California 
on Government land for entry. We had 
2,000 veteran applicants who were eli
gible to go on that land. They drew lots 
for those 20 farms. Twenty secured 
land, the balance were disappointed. 

The Central Valley water project in
volves over 2,000,000 acres. Some of 
those acres are not under irrigation and 
many of them are under irrigation but 
under inadequate water supply, and yet 
I am forced to indulge in a parliamentary 
maneuver to .get 2 minutes' time in the 
well of this House to talk on a subject 
like that when 4,000 of your veterans in 
your districts are moving into the State 
of California every month to become set
tlers there. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I yield to the gen
tleman ·rrom Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not only in Cali
fornia-! know the problem is intense in 
California-but throughout the West 
veterans are moving in and taking up 
farms. Just to the north of California a. 
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project was opened up. There were 10 . ..: 
000 inquiries from veterans. There were 
1,500 of the 10,000 found to be eligible, 
but when the drawing took place there 
were less than a hundred homesteads 
offered to them. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I thank the gentle
man for his contribution. That is the 
condition in each of our Western States. 
I want to say this to the Republican 
Party that is crucifying the reclamation 
projects in the 17 Western States: 

Mr. Chairman, in November 1948, your 
"mandate" is going to be showing. Do 
not look now, but your "mandate" is 
going to be showing when you go into 
those western places and try to send 
some of your people on that side back 
here. I think it is more important that 
they come back, as well as the Democrats 
come back from the West, than to have 
these reclamation projects defeated. I 
would rather nave r.eclamation and all of 
the Republican Members from Washing
ton, Oregon, California~ Utah and the 
other Western States come back than to 
see your Republican Me,mbers defeated 
and see us. fail to get .reclamation. ·. _ 

'It is a ·matter of life and death out 
there, not only .fQr the 'veterans and the 
people that need these reclamation works 
but for the communities of the great 
Western States. 

• •· • • • 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Will there- be a 

committee amendment offered on this 
fioor to the bill which wiH 11estore {)r en
large some of those commitments? 

Mr. CASE of -South .Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, a point. of order. 

.The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. · CASE of · South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, the precedents of the House 
are to the effect that any references to 
probable action in the other , body are 
improper and may not be made in debate 
on this fioor. . 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw that part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from South Dakota is correct and the 
point of order is sustained. The gentle
man from California asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw that part of his re
marks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, a point 

of order. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 

will state it. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, the gen

tleman from California offered a pref
erential motion that the enacting clause 
be stricken from this bill The gentle
man proceeded, under instructions of the 
Chair, to speak for 5 minutes and in 
effect stated to the House that he made 
the motion with no thought or purpose 
of addressing the House upon the merits 
of the motion which he had offered, but 
that he made it as a subterfuge purely 
in order that he might obtain 5 minutes 
in which to speak. As I understand the 
rules of the House, it is within the juris
diction of the Chair -to treat a motion 
made in that manner as not being made 

,in good faith and for dilatory purposes. 
The CHAffiMAN. -If there is a point 

of order involved, it comes too late. The 

gentleman from California will proceed 
in order. · · 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, may 
I ask how much of my time has been 
consumed? 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman has 
a half .minute remaining, according to 
the timekeeper. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 

The CHAmMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, 1 

notice the Members of this House get up 
on the fioor and wrap the American fiag 
around them and talk about commu
nism. I am not being facetious, but if 
you want to stop communism in America, 
make democracy work. Give these peo.;. 
ple a home, give these people in the West 
a chance to have a little land. Make 
democracy work if you want to fight 
communism. You talk about sending 
$400,000,000 to stop it in Greece. You 
better stop it in the Central Valley of 
California first. 

·If the slash in the Bureau of Recla
mation's appropriations is ·allowed to 
stand, it would be one of the most severe 
economic blows ever to befall the West. 
The repel'cussions within the national 
economy would be quite severe. 

Water-resource development is the 
foundation of practically all economic 
activity in the West. While the war 
caused an unprecedented expansion in 
western population, agriculture, and in
dustry, the necessary wartime slow-down 
of the reclamation program has caused 
growth t:Q.ere ,to outst.rip water-resource 
development. Unless reclamation is per
mitted to go ahead now, not only will 
future western growth be impossible but 
existing investments in agriculture and 
industry and the livelihood ot the people 
would be jeopardized. 

I am, of course, most acutely con
cerned about the Central Valley project 
because it directly affects my own State 
of California. The reducti-on of the $20,-
000,000 requested for continuing this 
work to a mere $6,900,000 would bring 
the program substantially to a standstill. 
W-e have already spent some $175,000,000 
on this project. Instead 'Of being com
pleted in the early 1950's, and permit the 
people to begin enjoying in appreciable 
measure the great wealth it can and 
would create, it would take nearly 30 
years to finish the job at the rate indi
cated by the cut. Such a drastic slow-

. down would actually threaten the death 
of the project as now conceived by 
strangulation. It would increase project 
costs to such an extent that there would 
be a serious question of whether the 
work could be finished on a sound finan-

. cial basis. This is not economy. 
Such a slow-down in building this 

project would bring heavy financial 
losses to farmers desperately needing 
irrigation water and deprive labor of 
thousands of good jobs. Purchasing 
power- would be retarded, with heavy 
losses of markets for fanns and indus
tries all over the United States. 

Reclamation creates wealth. It makes 
possible farms, industries, and jobs. An 
outs.tanding example is afforded in the 
Los. Angeles area, where some 2,000 new 
plants ·, were established in- a single 
decad~; largely as a result of the avail
ability of low-cost power from Boulder 
Dam. Some 63,000 new jobs for labor 
were created~ including around 20,000 
directly attributed to the war. Indica
tive ·of the wealth-creating value of 
reclamation is the fact that purchases of 
wholesale commodities by people de
pending directly on reclamation projects 
in the West was estimated at $500,000,000 
for Jast year. The reclamation facilities 
that make this possible cost but twice 
that much to .build. About 80 percent 
of these wholesale purchases was spent 
for ;goods from States east of the 
reclamation area, meaning thousands of 
jobs for labor and markets for mines, _ 
mills, farms, and ·factories. 

Another dire aspect. of the strangula.; 
tion of this program is the reduction of 
the $5,000,000 requested -for general engi
neering investigations t-o a mere $125,-
000. This means destruction of sound 
reclamation planning a.~.1d points a real 
threat to the future of the West. More
over, it means that reclamation will not 
be prepared' for ali expeditious expansion 
of its construction program to provide 
productive jobs in the evimt·of a depres·
sion. At a tinie when the Nation is grow
ing more and more concerned over the 
possibility' of a depression, the Appro
priations Committee would have us bury 
our heads in the sand ·like an ostrich. 
Would they rather the jobless rake leaves 
than to build dams? 

The· reduction of funds· for general ad.:. 
ministration from a requested $4,800,000 
to $3,000,000, too, is· not in .the -interest 
of Government economy. It would lead 
to inadequate administration and cost 
the Government and the Nation many 
times more than· the $1,80t,OOO the com
mittee would have us think we-are sav
ing. 

By any sensible unit of measure, the 
wrecking of the reclamation program 
would add up to false economy of the 
most fiagrant · type. And to let this cut 
stand '''ould certainly wreck reclamation. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the preferential motion 
of the gentleman from California. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized, provided there is no one on 
the 1najority side seeking recognition 
in opposition. tAfter a pause.] The 
genth~man is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle
woman from California. 

Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I 
would · like to read from a statement 
made by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, a 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman from 
New York has yielded the fioor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York still has the fioor. He 
is standing at attention, with the gen
tlewoman beside him. · 
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Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I 

wish to quote a statement made by the 
Secretary of the Interior which clearly 
states what has been done in this bill. 

The committee in its report explains that 
it bas used the fiscal year 1938 as its stand
ard, and notes, apparently with some regret, 
that its recommendations are $26,860,053 
greater than the app:ropriatlons gr!ln.ted the 
Department that year. I~ point of · actual . 
fact the committee's recomJDendations would 
permit the Dep~,trtment to do less than half 
of the work .it did in · 1938, after a decade 
which bas at least doubled the Department's 
necessary responsibilities. 

The committee, in its comparison, excluded 
$97,695,686 available to the Department in 
1938 from public-works funds .. · Those funds. 
were used not for relief payments but' for 
the regular constructiqn program of the De
partment. Added to the 1938 appropriation, 
it gave thE: Department $230,661,503 for that 
year, more than $74,000,000 in excess of that 
no·-, proposed by the House committee. If 
current wages and material prices are taken 
lnto account, the 1938 figure would be raised 
to about $311,000,000, almost exactly double 
the committee's recommendations for 1948. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, · The gentleman 
wm state it. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It has 
alway.. been my understanding that 
when a preferential motion to strike 
out the enacting clause was used, that 
the debate had to be upon that motion. 
I submit to the Chair that the gentle
woman is not speaking on the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. On a motion to 
strike out the enacting clause of a bill, 
the whole bill is before ·the House; there
fore, there is great latitude in debate. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. A fur
ther question on the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. · 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. On the 
point of order would the Chair construe 
that the gentlewoman is speaking in 
opposition to the motion to strike out 
the enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules of 
the House the Chair must assume that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RooNEY] who has the floor, is addressing 
the House, and that he has yielded to the 
gentlewoman who is now speaking at 
his sufferance. 

Mrs. DOUGLAS. We could talk for 
hours about what dams mean in terms 
of living standards for the American 
people and what they mean in terms of 
community development and what pub
lic power means in terms of production 
and employment but, the Ion:; and the 
short of it is that the Republican Party 
refuses in this bill to invest in the 
present and the future of the American 
people. 

We are short of public power in this 
country now-the committee, notwith
standing, has cut .out transmission lines 
and substations. Not content with that 
they have cut out the Power Division 
altogether. 

At a time when we should be planning 
for the future so that we will have the 
materials which will permit us to de· 
velop and to grow. wt:_ ~~e ~utting off our 

powers of development and .adding to the 
chaos which we are building up in the 
other parts of our economic program. 

The Secretary of the Interior has this 
to say about what is being done in the 
Power Division: 

In 1938 the Department bad. 579,000 kilo
watts of installed capacity under its juris
diction. Today this capacity is 2,790,000 
kilowatts. By 1952, the program called for 
8,121,000 kilowatts. 'the Department now 
bas a payment responsibility of $500,000,000, 
and the 1952 figure would have been $1,500,-
000,000. . . 

The committee evidently intended that 
the Secretary exercise no supervision what
ever over this large investment. It specifi
cally stated that be may use none of the 
funds for the Division of Power, Thus be 
may have no staff of experts to supervise and 
review rate determinations, cost of alloca
tions, ope!ating prac_tlces . or contrac~ in
volving more than $30,000,000 of revenue 
annua:Ily ' to the Government. The Division 
budget is less than $132,000 for this pur
pose, and $32,000 for marketing power from 
War Department projects east of the Missis-
sippi. . .. 

No provision has be~n made for . handling 
the sale of power :ftom these Eastern projects 
which will total over 600,000 kilowatts by 
1952. The $32,000 of the Division's appro
priation requested for this purpose is re
quired for · handling Cumberland ·River, 
Buggs . Island, Clar~ Hill, . and Allatoona 
power. It is evident that without adequate 
marketing work, this power !rom these proj
ects under construction will be wasted or 
will be· monopolized at the dam site by a 
single utility purchaser at his own terms. 
I! power is wasted at these projects· because 
of delays in making arrangements for the 
transmission and sale of power, the loss to 
the Government would be on the order of 
$10,000 per day or $3,770,000 per year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HOLIFIELD]. 

The motion was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from California 
[Mr. POULSON]. 

Mr. POULSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
bill could be called the "discrimination 
against the West" bill easier than it could 
be called -the Interior appropriation:> bill. 
I certainlY am one who wants to be 
classed among those who believe in econ
omy in Government. I believe that is 
one of the responsibilities which we of 
this Congress have. At the same time, 
however, I do not think we should mis
construe the true meaning of economy. 
According to the Webster's dictionary 
which I have in my office, "economy is 
the management of affairs, especially as 
to expense; management of the affairs 
of a community, a State, or establish
ment and directly concerned with its 
maintenance or productiveness." Let us 
consider cutting appropriations request
ed for the continued development of such 
projects as will repay to the Government 
the amount expended in addition to the 
productivity which they will give to the 
surrounding area: When such projects 
as the Gila is cut 60 percent; the Davis 
Dam in southern California, affecting 
both. southern California and Arizona, 
66 percent; the Central Valley project, 
cut 65 percent; the Colorado Big Thomp
son project, cut 66 percent; the Colum· 
bia ~asin project~ 66.percent; Fort Peck, 

50 percent; the Missouri Basin project, 
50 percent; it does not seem to me that 
that is true economy, but on the contrary 
is short-sightedness since with true econ
omy we would want to finish these proj
ects as soon as possible so that they may 
begin to repay to the Government the 
money which the Government has ex
pended on the projects, plus the fact that 
we wish to see the lands affected by these 
projects become productive immediately 
and the surrounding territory which will 
receive the power be able to use the pow
er for further productivity. 

Let us, for example, take the Davis 
Dam in southern California. · It is true 
that this dam is to be used principally 
for electric power, but this is one of the 
dams required to store water as a result 
of the Mexican treaty which you from 
the East thrust upon us folks in Califor
nia. The power generated from this 
dam wm be used in Arizona and south
ern California. It will be sold to private
ly owned ·public ut.ilities as well_ as to 
municipaJiy owned public uti.litJ,es. In 
the city of Los Angeles we have only the . 
municipally owned department of water 
and pow~r. . This .additional power is 
sorely needed to take care of the ever
expanding industry_ which is necessary . 
to take care of the present population 
in that area. Is it economy to thwart 
this .development? I say '-'No." · 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr; 
JONES]. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
last year this project had appropriated 
fo·r it $12,685,622. There is an estimated 
carry-over as of the end of this fiscal 
year of $17,265,862. With the money that 
we have provided, that brings the total 
up to $24,165,86'2 available next· year. 
Now, the committee is extremely inter
ested in the Central Valley. As I told you 
earlier.in the debate, there are places in 
the Valley where fruit trees and peren
nial crops are growing. and where when 
you sink a well for water the water from 
a neighbor's well goes dry. When you 
are trying to get more water on the next 
farm and sink a well there, you may get 
no water or you may get salt water. 
That is the condition in some ·places in 
the Central Valley. 

In any event, where there is no salt 
wate:-, the water table is getting lower 
and lower, foot by foot, evei·y year. 'l'he 
committee has been tremendously inter
ested in building the canals so that the 
water can be transferred from the Sacra
mento River over to the S::tn Joaquin 
River down the Mendota Canal and down 
the Friant Canal to recover that land for 
productive use. We want to save those 
farms. Those are farms on which peo
ple have lived and invested their life 
savings. ThE>se farms hel).J to p1oduce 
the food for the entire United States ana 
citrus fruits for all the world. These are 
the farms which this committee-yes; 
the majority of this committee-are try
ing to save by urging upon the Bureau 
of Reclamation to work faster than they 
are willing to spend the money for the 
canals to bring this surplus water to 
these farms. Would to God we could do 
something with the Bureau of Reclama
tion to make them build the canals 
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faster. faster. faster. to save the terri
tory. No; they dilly-dally and stall all 
along the line because they want to build 
power lines. They want to revolutionize 
California. We want to save the natural 
resources and save the farms and save 
the crops. 

I ask that since there are $24,000,000 
for this purpose, and since the Bureau 
of Reclamation has been so stubborn
stubborn to the point of ruining that 
land-I ask you to vote for the amount 
that the committee has allowed
$6,900,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

The question is on the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. MILLER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Colorado-Big Thompson project, Colorado, 

$4,815,000; Pine River project, Colorado, 
$175,000. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNEs of Ohio: 

On page 85, Une 14, after the last comma, 
strike out "$4,815,000" and insert "$6,815,000." . 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman. I 
shall explain this amendment. We have 
found where there is extra money in the 
reclamation fund on which we can ap
propriate for this project, which has a 
very meager amount of 1947 and prior 
fiscal year carry-over in it. The budget 
estimate was $14,000,000. The unex
pended balance is $2,933,000. In the bill 
it is $4,815,000. By authority of a ma
jority of the committee I am raising 
that to $6,815,000, which will give to 
this project $9,748,082. ·. 

In passing, I think I .should make some 
mention of where we found the money. 
There is money in the suspense account 
of the Bonneville· Power Administration 
which will cover this amendment and 
other amendments which I will propose 
in this bill for reclamation. The com
mittee is interested in sound reclamation. 
The committee is interested in appro
priating from the reclamation fund
from the fund which was set up for the 
purpose of recovering land in the arid 
and semiarid areas. There is enough 
money in the reclamation fund to do that 
job, within the purview of the antiinfla
tion program of the Republican Party. 

I ask that the amendment be agreed to. 
Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, I of

fer a substitute amendment. 
The Clerk read as fo:lows: 
Substitute amendment offered by Mr. 

CARRoLL for the amendment offered by Mr. 
JoNES of Ohio: Page 35, lines 14 and 15, 
strike out "$6,815,000" and insert "$14,000,-
000.'' 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
this item close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman. I am 

deeply gratified to learn that the chair
man of the subcoLIIlittee has seen some 

light gained from my debate on this mat
ter yesterday. I commend him for it. 
I do not mean to say that as a result of 
my remarks he has entirely changed his 
mind, because he did not change his 
mind on other matters of equal impor-
tance. · 

I want to point out to the Members of 
this Congress that the position now taken 
is clear evidence that the subcommittee 
has made some mistakes. There is now 
clear ev~dence, when they made their cut 
in these vital reclamation projects, that 
they did not hav~ all the facts, or having 
the facts ignored them. 

I want to read to you just a little from 
the testimony before the gentleman's 
committee. This witness who was testi
fying is a gentleman by the name of 
Markwell. Representing the Bureau of 
Reclamation he was asking for $14,000,-
000 for work to be done on the Colorado 
Big Thompson project during the 1948 
fiscal year and he was speaking to the 
gentlemP.n from Ohio [Mr. JoNES] and 
other members of that committee. 

Mr. MARKWELL. I might add that of the 
$14,000.000 requested for the flscal year 1948 
virtually all of that money will be needed 
to service th~ contracts which are now let. 
As of June 30, we expect practically no ,...any
over -balance. 

The chairman now admits that these 
contracts have been made. Now he 
comes forward and says in substance: 
"We were wrong about this. We cut you 
too much-almost $10,000,000." Now 
they come forward with only $2,000,000, 
when actually $10,000,000 is needed to 
meet existing contract obligations. Ob- · 
viously this is a political gesture. The 
fact remains that the full amount of 
$14,000,000 is necessary. Again hear 
what the witness had to say: 

Mr. MARKWELL. If we were forced to cancel 
these contracts, I believe it would be very 
wasteful. 

Mr. JONES said: 
What do you estimate the cost of cancella

tion would be, cancellation now of these mU
lions of dollars of contracts? 

Mr. MABKWELL. It would be several mllllon 
dollars, sir. I would like to submit a figure 
for the record on that. 

But here is a very important point, 
showing ·that the subcommittee is not 
infallible; that they have been reaching 
into the air, unfortunately, to meet this 
so-called $6,000,000,000 slash. which in 
itself was indeed a tragedy. 

Mr. Markwell said: 
I would like to point out that tn canceling 

contracts at a cost which I believe would be 
several million dollars, we would also be 
rendering null and void expenditures which 
at the end of the fisCal year of 1947 would 
approximate $37,500,000. 

To show you how much this impressed 
the gentleman from Ohio, listen to what 
he had to say: 

Mr. JONES. wm you repeat that, please? 

And he repeated the identical words, 
saying what would happen. 

Let me tell you a little bit about .Big 
Thompson. It is not in my congres$1onal 
district. 1t 1s to the north of me; it 1s 
in the district of the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. HILL], who has evidently 

done effective work convincing his lead
ership that the $10,000,000 cut was too 
drastic. I give him full credit for that 
work, but the present o:fiering is not ade
quate. 
· The Big Thompson project is the 

greatest transmountain diversion in the 
entire world. This will mean an agricul
tural benefit to that area of a billion 
dollars, by the testimony of witnesses 
appearing before the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a great 
deal of talk abou~ the cost of these grea:t 
projects. You are not giving the West 
something for nothing; we intend to pay 
it all back. That is more than can be 
said of pork-barrel appropriations given 
to the East and Central States, not a 
dime of which is reimbursable. The 
projects in the West are reimbursable. 
The West will not only repay every dollar 
appropriated to the use of these great 
reclamation projects but we shall add 
untold wealth to the Nation as a whole. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman. will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARROLL. My time has almost 
-run out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Colorado has expired. 

The question is on the substitute 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. CARROLL]. 

The substitute amendment was re
jected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs 
on the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. JomsJ. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Boise proJect, Idaho, Payette division. 

$897,000; Anderson Ranch Dam, $2,874,000. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment·. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNES of Ohio: 

On page 35, line 17, after the comma, strike 
out "$2,874,000" and insert "$3,874,000." 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Briefly. this 
million dollars is added because there is 
no 1947 fiscal year carry-over in this 
project and the amount that will be al
lowed them if this amendment is 
adopted will be the cheapest method of 
carrying out the year's program. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, a few moments ~go 

I directed two questions to the chairman 
of the subcommittee, the gentleman 
from Ohio. The first question was in re
gard to making some deals to get some 
of these appropri;ttlons put back in in 
another body. The answer was cate
gorically "No." The second question 
was: "Will there be any committee 

- amendment to increase the amounts on 
pages 35 and 36?, Undoubtedly the gen
tleman must have misunderstood my 
question in the confusion, because I 
thought the gentleman said no, that 
there would be no committee amend
ments offered. I now find him offering 
amendments to increase. I will ask the 
gentleman if he understood me. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The RECORD will 
bear me out that there was no answer to 

- the second question because somebody 
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made a point of order against the gentle• · however, considerable work remains on 
man at that point. features such as the spillway and the 

:Mr. HOLIFIELD, My understanding power plant. No 1947 funds are avail-
was that . the gentleman said "No.,. able for use in 1948. Almost $4,000,000 

Mr . .JONES of Ohio. The ·misunder- is essential only to meet payments to 
standing, I am sure, has been corrected. contractors in fiscal year 1948. All I ask 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, is sufficient funds to meet these obliga-
will the gentleman yield? tions which will save the taxpayers• 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I yield to the gen- money and complete the project so as to 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Me- permit the impounding of a full supply 
CoRMACK]. of water before next year's run-oti is 

Mr. McCORMACK. The fact remains over. 
that this shows that within a few days This dam has been subject to stop-
a subcommittee has reversed its action and-go tactics throughout the war period 
as a result of the debate, just the same and many dollars have been wasted by 
as when there was a $350,000,000 cut in costly shutdowns. I ask this increase to 
that portion of the. deficiency bill which fQrestall this recurrence: A letter re
related to veterans, the cut being made ceived today from Mr. R. J. Newell, of 
on a Friday . night and being put 'back Idaho, regional director .of the Bureau of 
the following Tuesday. We have the Reclamation, who is on the job, substan
same spectacle in this bill, all confirming tiates the claim of the Department that 
statements I have made on the floor of . · the l:'udget :figure will supply only the 
a- confused and uncertain leadership on minimum to continue the project. 
the part of the majority party. Unless an increase is made, another 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, in costly year will be added to the job~ 
reference to these amendments that It is estimated that this project will 
have been offered by the committee, and cost $26,264,000 when completed; $20,
I trust there will be more of them, I am 000,000 has already been invested. A 
in hearty accord with raising any of grant by the House to increase the ap
.the reclamation amounts allowed in the propriation will permit the storage of 
pending bill I want to point out, how- 493,000 acre-feet of water to supply ad
ever, and I want the people of California ditional water to 300,000 acres of land. 
to know that they are not receiving the t urge serious consideration of addi
same attention that the gentlemen from tional appropriation for this Anderson 
the other districts received in the recla- Ranch Dam project. 
mation bill. I do not know bow my Re- The CHAIRMAN. The question Is on 
publican friends from California will ex- the amendment offered by the gentle
plain to their people why California ap- man from Ohio [Mr. JoNEs]. 
propriations . were arbitrarily cut and no The amendment was agreed to. 
raises were allowed, yet raises were given The Clerk read as follows: 
In other parts of the West. Hungry Horse project, Montana, $1,550,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Mr. 

Mr. SANBORN. Mr. Chairman, I ask Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
unanimous consent to extend my re- word. 
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Idaho? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SANBORN. Mr. Chairman, the 

subcommittee on Interior appropriations 
has done a tremendous job in bringing 
this important report and bill before 
the House. I know its members have 
worked hard to meet the situation as it 
should be met. Governmental bureaus 
have overgrown themselves beyond all 
reason, and the only way Congress can 
correct the condition is by cutting ap
propriations. I am for that, and, for 
that reason, I cannot' object too strenu
ously to some cuts affecting my own ter
ritory. For that reason, I am willing to 
go aloilg with the committee in the main, 
although we in Idaho who realize the 
great benefits of reclamation are anxious 
to push the reclamation program. 

However, I would like to call attention 
to the significance in the requested ap
propriation for one project in my dis
trict-Anderson Ranch Dam. I would 
like to point out to the Members of the 
House that I feel it important to increase 
this one item. 

At the present time the construction 
of Anderson Ranch Dam is practicallY at 
a standstill because of lack of funds. 
The dam is about 90-percent com~lete; 

xcm--258 

TH!: MONTANA POWER CO. DOES NOT WANT TO 
STARVE THE HUNGRY HORSE; IT WANTS TO 
KILL IT 

Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time with 
the Interior appropriations bill for 1948 
under discussion to can to the attention 
of the House of Representatives and the 
people of Montana, the fact that for the 
third year in a row, I have had to fight 
the all-out opposition of the Montana 
Power Co. which is opposing the best in
terests of the people of my State in the 
construction of the Hungry Horse Dam 
and the transmission line to furnish 
power for it. _The Montana Power Co. 
does not want to starve the Hungry 
Horse; it wants to kill it. 

While I am not happy about the fact 
that ·the committee did not see fit to 
grant the full $4,500,000 for the Hungry 
Horse, I am Indeed happy that I have 
been able to get the full $237,000 for the 
transmission line and at least $1,550,000 
for the Hungry Horse. 

On Februal'y 21,1947. Mr. J. E. Corette, 
Jr., vice president of the Montana Power 
Co .• accompanied by Mr. H. H. Cochrane, 
chief engineer of the Montana Power Co., 
appeared before the Subcommittee on In
terior Appropriations. I should like to 
call to the attention of the Congress and 
the people of Montana some of the state
ments made by ¥r. Corette in his appear
ance before that committee. 

Mr. Corette said-see page 1438: 
Last year this committee approved and the 

House appropriated $950,000 for a transmis
sion 11ne from our Flathead plant to the 
Hungry Horse Dam by way of the city of 
Kalispell. 

We opposed that appropriation on two 
grounds: First, that that size line was not 
necessary; and on the primary ground that 
there was no need to spend even preliminary 
money at Hungry Horse, which is what has 
been spent. 

On page 1442, Mr. Corette further 
states: 

There are, I think, two ghosts about this 
situation that I should mention before clos
ing. One is that Congressman MANSFIELD 
has constantly taken the position that the 
people of that territory live in fear of the 
possibility of Flathead Lake being raised 3 
feet and of having their lands flooded out. 
We just cannot see that poss1b111ty. It has 
been said that our company would raise Flat
head Lake to the extent of 3 feet when we 
put in our second unit. That Is not in the 
picture, because our license from the Federal 
Power Commission prevents it. We have the 
right to regulate the lake only between low
water and high-water level 10 feet. And we 
just do not see where there Is anything in 
the picture which calls for any statement or 
any accusation or any fear that Flathead 
Lake might be raised. 

In answer to the statement made by 
Mr. Corette, in which he mentions the 
Mansfield "ghosts," I want to say that I 
am fully aware of the fact that they are 
operating under a license from the Fed
eral Power Commission. The license. 
however, is only the first advance in get
ting the camel's nose under the circus 
tent. There is a case on hand to prove 
my point. 

At the present time the Washington 
Water Power Co .• an affiliate of the 
Montana Power Co., has a plant on Lake 
Chelan in the State of Washington. 
The Chelan layout in all particulars, nat
ural as well as physical, Is similar to 
Kerr Dam on Flathead Lake. In build
ing the Chelan plant, \Vashington Water 
Power Co. also secured a license with 
an elevation limitation. In spite of 
this license, they are currently pulling 
wires to get the license amended so as to 
raise the lake level. Consequently, at 
this very moment, there is an uprising 
among the farmers and land owners 
covering the entire periphery of Lake 
Chelan and the people of that region 
have been put to considerable expense to 
stop the Washington Water Power Co. 
from violating the provisions of their 
license with lake-level limitations. I 
want to make a solemn promise to the 
people of Montana right now and that is 
that no individual, organization, or cor
poration will ever be able to pull wires 
with me to get the present license for 
the dam on Flathead Lake amended, and 
that as far as I am concerned, the lake 
level will remain where it is. I am won
dering just who is raising the ghosts in 
this picture? 

On page 1443, Mr. Corette, of the Mon-
tana Power Co., states: · 

The Bonnev1lle Agency is now asking tor 
an additional •200,000 !or this llne :trom our 
Flathead Dam to Hungry Horse. Since we 
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think Hungry Horse itself is entirely unneces- that lake rise gone through, lt would· have - think that we, are offering sound collateral 
sary, we think, of course, that this appro- meant that Kalispell, a town of 10,000, would for that 'borrowing. · 
priation should not be granted. We further have been inundated by half; that Polson, a There wlll be ample opportunity to sell 
suggest to you- that the original appropria• town of 3,.500, wculd have been llkewisl. put the power which will be generated there. 
tion of $950,000 for the Kerr-Hungry Horse under water in parts; and a number of small It will ·also mean that approximately 100,000 
line should be rescinded, that there is no towns along the lake shore would have been acres of land will be reclaimed, it will aid 
need for that line, and that this $950,000 or inundated as well. in flood control and contribute a great deal 
$1,000,000 could be much better spent in I would like to repeat for the committee to the benefit of western Montana and, per-
some area where there is a power shortage, a statement that I made last year when I haps, more important to the benefit of the 
such as we understand there is in the States appeared in behalf of the transmission line entire Pacific Northwest. 
of washington and Oregon. and Hungry Horse: We realize that these other States have a 

"I have no opposition to public ut111ty stake in our part of the country, and we 
These quotations from the testimony companies working in their proper spheres, want to cooperate with them. 

of Mr. Corette when he appeared before but I certainly am opposed to their coming I might say also that the five Governors 
the committee should give to the people in and attempting to kill a worthy project of the Northwest States-three Republican 
of Montana the true picture of the part or this kind, and one which means so much and ·two Democrat-in 1944 issued a joint 
being played by the Montana Power Co. to the people of Montana. I intend· to fight statement in which they put the Hungry 
in opposition to our project. How the them all the way, because, to my way of . Horse No. 1 on their list of postwar develop-
Montana Power Co. can be reconciled ·thinking, the inter.est of the people of Man- ments. Hungry Horse is the key to the fuU 

t~na come flr&t and _foremost, and as .their power ~evelopment of-the North-weat, and it. 
in its cries about a surplus of power in Representative I will do e.verything in my is the pl,ace Where the water will have· to be 
eastern Montana with a deflnlte lack of . po~er to. follow ~peir wishe& and my own in · · stored up so that firm power c~n be fur-
power in Kalispell and vicinity is more seetng to "it that every bit of my energy and nished to the-downstream States. · 
than I can figure -out. We know that ability is expended in the fulfillment of this The obvious intent of Congress when they 
the building of the Hungry Horse will project." authorized the Hungry Horse project was 
not only bring in cheaper power to the Further in those hearings I state: that construction should proceed as rapidly 
people of Montana but it also will supply "The Montana Power Co. serves a goodly as possible as soon as the war was over. 
additiol1.al firm . power for the down- portion of the State of Montana, extending It is my impression that the request by the 

from the Thompson Falls plant in the west Bureau of Reclamation for appropriation of 
stream generators. It is a project that to the Fort Peck Dam in the east. The Flat- only $4,500,000 does not comply with the in-
i-s not only of interest. to , the State of head, Kalis:Rell, W~ite F~sh area is iridepEmd· tent or" Congress · (~ tha.t ·I doubt if : s"tlch ·· a · 
Montana as a whole but to the entire ent and isolated frorii-the t~dtof.y served by. · limit ed amount.· of:: fund~F-w111 · pe-Pnitt the f

Nortlfwest . . It is a project· ·which~will · . the -Monta-na ·Powe~· eo. ,. The"refore~ 1 whole:• ., rS.:pld 'ilxpa_risioii of c.bnsti'uct16n. actlYitieS"-ori .·>
give electricity to our farmers, ·bring heartedly urge the -Hungry ·Horse Dam' and this vitally necessary· project. I am told that 
industry to our State, give security ·to our . transmission estimates. Even if this sub- work to date has con&isted almost entirely 
people, and create opportunities for ouf ' mis~io~ ~as ) n conflict . with vested rights, of exploratory work and found'ition geolog
sons and daughters. - I would urge that a .sharp l.!ne · ot d~marca-: teal investigatio~s. alqng with construc;:ti.Qn 

tioil be drawn between just vested rights and of housing fa:cUiti~s fqJ.; employees ~o ,be quar
I am deeply appreciative of the fact the benefits from llinds · a~q ·resource·s which tered at the dam. I am also. informed .that 

that the AppropriattoriS' Committee has -belong·to the peop!e. The tlgb:t of. the peop~e th-ese- fa:c1Ut1es- Wi:u · be- iargeL~ complete. thi .-
wisely- rejected 'the reql!lest ~of·· the ·Mon- ' to the · use :o~ l'esou~ce~ O:WJ.l.ed by _th~m- 'J:ras ... . C~tning summer. - (· . · ·. ' 

. tana ·Power Co. that the appropriation '. ·pt:iority .ov~r any .secondar,y, "inte-rest, unle~s It is apparent to me, at · least, that ' the ' 
for the Hungry Horse-Kerr Dam line be the people have deed.~d their interests, which funds requested will not permit- the initia-
rescinded, and instead approved the full is not the case here, tion of an efficient, comprehensive construe-
budget request for $237,000. I ask that When I appear in behalf of th.e transmis- tion progra-m. This becomes apparent when 
this action of the committee be su~tained. sian lines for this project, I know, gentle- one considers major structures such as the 

men, that· I speak for 99.9 percent of the Davis Dam, on which approximately $9,-
I further ask that the funds contained people in Montana. Twice already we have ooo,ooo are being expended on the dam alone 
for the Hungry Horse projeet be restored almost lost Flathead Lake. If the transmis- in the first fiscal year following the award 
to $4,500,000, the full amount as re- . sian line is nay -~ompleted, the Hungry Horse of· the ·-contract for -that -conStruction. With 
quested in the budget estimate. · ·. , D_am wiH not . be b_u~Jt, an_d we wm be back .. ! a timUar. tate of construction·, the $4,500,000 

M h 
. _ · . · . , a,ga~n where we were on two previous occa- · 

. r. C alrman, ,uri~E}l:- ~arumous COI_l;- · , sioris, and· I hate to think what wtl:l happen tha,t Reclamatlom .. is .asking<>ier ~the>·.Hungcy.-~ 
sent, I include at thls .pomtr inr the R~.,,~, to' Itly part -of the country. - Horse: PlOject, w-ould· _be' :expencled$1n:..a few 
ORD tl1e remarks made by me before the In Montana we .. have approximately one- sho:rt months. · ·· · 
Subcommittee on Interior Appropria- . tenth ·of the potential hydroel~ctriQ. power Actually, I understand that their pro-

gram, based on the requested $4,500,000 ap-
tions on February 21, 1947: in the United. States. We have not developed propriation, will only . provide , some $2,500, • .. 

•· · that electr~c power. We would like to see it · 
Hu;!'fGRY HORSE PltOJEC'.r . ·deveroped, SO that our people' and their chil· 000 for construction of the dam proper.' 

STATEMENT OF HON. MIKE MANSFIELD; A. REPRE· dren can -~ave a chanc~_.:.to achieve security This, if· I tnay .hazard a guess, is· constderably 
SENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE 'or and : tO. brhig out State ilp _io where it be· less than ha:U the speed which is desirable. 
MONTANA_ longs. That the Hungry Horse Oam is urgently ' 
Mr. FENTON. We shall be happy · to. hear Until recently when our boys and girls needed was recently brought to my attention 

from you at this time, Congressman MANs- had finished high school and college, they by a newspaper clipping from · tht> area. 
FIELD. had to go outside of the State because they The following item regarding probable flood 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman and members said there were no opportunities in Man- conditions in the Flathead Valley was pub-
of the committee, this is my fourth time be- tana. There are opportunities there, but we lished in the Hungry Horse News of Co
fore the Subcommittee on Interior Appro- have to develop those opportunities, and no lumbia Falls, January 24: 
priations in behalf of the Hungry Horse private concern is big enough to undertake ~·up at Summit on the Continental Divide, 
Dam, and my second appearance in behalf a project such as the Hungry .Horse which the upper Columbia (!now laboratory tech
of the transmission line from Kerr .Dam to has received congres·sional authorization and n.icians· of ·the -Weather Bureau reported early 
the Hungry Horse. · · oii w.hieh. 80~ething ~tn .exce&s.!oP· $2;000',()()(J thls·.week, that 6 tnehes·of snow ·on the .level . ' 

I understand that for the third time· the has al-ready be-en ·spent. _ contained~ 22 inches-of precipitation. 
Montana Power co. has appeared in opposi- There-is' no reasont:why we should not gtve "It will be · a .flooding ·spring, with every 
tion to this project, and for the life of me I o~r own people-a break. There. is no reason indication that streams will overrun their · 
cannot comprehend their attitude, because 4 why we should not give our children a chance banks. The Government, January 1, pre
years ago we had a terrible time keeping Flat- to help develop the State and participate in dieted that the Flathead River at Columbia 
head Lake from being raiSed 37 feet, and at that ·development. There is no reason why Falls would carry 151 percent or more of its 
that time we were not only responsible for our wealth shoul.d always go out o! the State normal flow during 'the run-off. · 
saving. the lake frombeing raised but.at.that and not stay in Montana for the benefit of "The·whole Columbia' Basin is wetter, with 
same time we saved for the Montana Power the people. , precipitation estimated at 127 percent of 
Co. the d.am at Polson, which it has under a For about 70 ye!l-rs Montana has been· normal." 
lease-hold arrangement with the Flathead mined and milked of much of its resources, Since that time we have had a great deal 
Indians. and because of that our population has been more snow, and -in some places it exceeds 

What we had in mind in saving this lake kept down, and no inducements, no advan- 100 inches in depth. 
was keeping in operation 50,000 acres of first- tages offered to individuals so that they Those people up there have been faced 
class arable land, in giving some security to could stay there. · with repeated floods and only through the 
the people who had retired to the region of This program of the Hungry Horse wlll be expeditious construction of the Hungry 
thls lake, and who had worked hard all their a safely liquidating progra~. It will repay Horse Dam will this hazard be removed~ 
Uves in an attempt to_find some security, and to the Government far more than the Gov- A further point is that the power facilities 
also in maintaining an asset .l;lelonging to all ernment puts into it and what we want to to be installed at the Hungry Horse ·Dam 
the people of Montana for their use. Had do is to borrow the initial investment. We are urgently needed to meet the anticipated 
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power shot:tage of. the great Northwestern 
area of our country. I am informed that 
both Federal engineers and engineers em
ployed by the private u,tilities serving that 
area agree that th¢ total power capacity . of 
the area will be defiCient to meet expected 
load requirements and, In fact, there is a 
power deficiency In the area at present. 

I also understand that all well-informed 
individuals and engineers In the area con
sider that the most economical manner of 
m,eeting the existing power deficiencies, as 
well as those anticipated, is by the complete 
utilization of potential h -rlroelectrical· de-
velopments. · 

The Hungry Horse project Is a key d~velop
ment ln this d!rection ln that not only wlll 
the project provide much needed additional 
generating capacity but by the mere exist
ence of the dam with its large storage ca
pacity, some 200,000 kilowatts of capacity will 
be added to the potential firm output In 
downstream ppwer plants; That is, once the 
Hungry Horse Dam ·is compl~ted, water will 
be avatlable to gen~rate additional. power 
duriJlg. pe'riods of crittcal .flow. It 1s a matter 
ot public knowledge that the complete realt- . 
z~tton of the power potenti~l of the great 
Grand Coulee Dam depends, in part, upon · 
the construction of this upstream -reservoir • . 

.In considering the Hungry . Ho.rse Dam, a 
project affecting the welfare and the economy 
of the entire Northwest is under considera-
tion. · 

·The beneficial effects. of this project will 
be felt in Montana, Idaho, Washington, and . 
Oregon, and any project that affects so ,J,a.rge 
an ar~ of our coun~ 1s bound to -exert a 
beneficial- in.fiuence on the entire national 
economy. 

Mr. Chairman, I wlll not re.ad this next 
statement, but. I would like to -}lave it in-
corporated. at this point. - ·. .. . _ · _ 

Mr. FENTON •. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

. (The statement referred to 1s as follows:) 
"STATEMENT ON HUNGRY HORSE PROJ"EC':f 

: ''The H~ngry Horse p~oJeCt ~as authorized 
by the act of June 5, 1944, and the record 
shows that it was the intention of the Con
~ess hi authorizing the · project that work 
should proceed on the construction of the . 
dam as soon as war conditions permitted 
diversion of materla~s and manpower for the 
work. The committee reports stressed the 
urgent need for the ciam for protecting agrl
cult qral lands in the Flathead Lake area ~ 
against floods as well as for the regulation of 
the Columbia River to increase the firm 
power production at Grand Coulee and · 
Bonneville Dams. · 

"The Hungry Horse Dam site is located ori · 
the Flathead River In western Montana about 
28 miles from Kalispell in a steep ·isolated 
canyon. Preconstruction worK .is at present · 
in progress, Including field . surveys and the 
collection of geological and hydrological data. 
The Bureau.of Reclamation has been prepar- . 
ii?-g preliminary designs and specifications in 
connection with the dani, reservoir, access · 
road, and the con5truction camp with its 
related !acmttes·. 

''The authorizing act directed the Secre
t!u'Y of the Interior to, and I quote, 'Pro~ 
C?ed as soon as practicable with the construc
tion, operation, and m~intenance of the prO- ·· 
posed Hungry Horse Dam, including. facilities 
for generating electrical energy • • • to 
such an extent e,s may be necessary to im
pound not less than 1,000,000 acre-feet of 
water. • The Secretary was also directed to 
'complete as soon as the necessary additional 
material 1s available the construction of the 
l:lun~ry Horse Dam so as to provide a storage 
r~servoir or the maximum usable and feasible 
c,itpacity.' St udies now in progress .indicate 
that a reservoir of maximum economical size 
will approach 3,500,000 acre-feet with a cor- ' 
responding.Iy large power plant approximat- 
ing a capacity of 3'00,000. kilowatts. These~ 

' ... 

studies are based largely upon the amounts 
and cost of firm power added to the Federal 
power system in the Pacific Northwest. 

"According to present indications, load 
reqUirements 1n the Pacific Northwest wlll 
exceed available generating capacity this 
winter and the deficiency will continue for . 
a number of years even though work proceeds 
as scheduled on all the Federal power plants 
now programed within the area. These 
studies clearly show a need for all the power 
and energy which wlll be available fl,'om the 
larger Hungry Horse power plant and the ad-

. ditlonal firm power gained at downstream 
· plants due to winter rel.eases of water from 
the larger Hungry Horse Reservoir. 

... The committee re{.orts recognized also 
that the construction of the dam was a nec
essary step in providing irrigation for ap
proximately 100.000 acres of land near Kalis
pell. Studies are now being made also as 
to the best plan of providing such irrigation, . 
and it .is expected that a finding of feasibility 
on these additional works will be made under · 
the Federal reclamation laws, and in keep· 
ing with these laws and with the act of 
June 5, 1944, wlll provide a repayment plan 
predicated on the assignment of irrigation 
costs to · be returned- from 'power revenues 
to the extent·' that this is required ·tn order · 
to show full pay-out of irrigation costs and 
to keep the water users' obligation within · 
the limits of their repayment ability. 

"Preconstruction activities during the 
current fiscal year involve the construction 
of the Government camp, the access highway · 
and other related preconstruct1on work, 
which muSt be accompllshed prior to actual 
construction operations on the dam. The 
Bureau of Reclamation's request for funds · 
for ~al year 1~ wiU provide for t)le coin- . 
pletion of these facilities and will, in ' addi
tion, make available funds for the awarding ' 
of a contract for construction of the dam 
and· for· large-scale ·clearing· operations in . 
the reservoir area." . 

Mr. MANSFIELD. As I understand, there 1s ·a 
Budget Bureau approved request for $237,
ooo to complete. the .transmission line from 
Kerr Dam down to Hungry Horse. I would 
like to w·ge that this be allowed so that the . 
tran~fssion lin~ can be completed, because , 
if we do not get this ~r~smission line we , 
will not have the power to undertake con
s~uction at the Hungry Horse. . 

. Now I .understand the Montana Power Co. 
is interested in this particular locality, and 
it is passing ·S~ange to me that it took ac
tion on the part of the Government to get 
the Montana Power Co. interested 1n this · 
particular part of our State. 

'As I have indicated earlier, there is no out
let for the Montana Power Co. in the north
western .part of Montana, because during an · 
of the years that it has been in ·operation, it 
has ignored· that part · of the State . . Now, 
after we have saved their· dam for them at · 
Polson, and after we get through an au
thorization for tb.e construction of Hungry 
Horse, after we get through initial appro
priation for the transmissfon lines they come 
back here in opposition to this project which 
has the wholehearted sup_port of t~e people 
of the entire State of Montana, and which 
has the full recommendation of the gover
nors of five northwestern States. 
· I have nothing agaln·st pUblic utillties; l ~ 

repeat, operating in their own Pal:ticular ' 
spheres, but I certainly am against the idea 
and the tactics they use in coming into an 
area which the Government undertakes to 
develop and which they can by no stretch 
of the imagination raise ·enough funds to 
put Into operation· themselves. 

I think it is wholly unfair on their part 
to do what ~hey are attempting to because 
I: think the interests of the people .. come _first . . 
As long as I have the honor to represent the 
people of Montana, they are going to be my 
ml;l.in and primary concern, . 

This is not only an economically feasible 
project but-and this 1s important-it is a 
projec·t 1n which the peace of mind and the 
security of a great many people are tied up. 
These people have lived through 4 years of 
doubt because they have not been able to 
assure themselves, even yet, that Flathead 
Lake is secure, and t4at this project 1s go
ing ahead. 

I visited this project t hree times last sum
mer because it is something that is very 
close to my heart. I was surprised at the 
number of people who laughed off the possi
bility of the Hungry Horse ever ·being com
pleted. They have been let down so often, 
not by this committee, but by events, that 
the only way that they believe that the Hun
gry Horse will be completed will be when it 
is actually standing, putting out power, re
claiming land, and contributing to ftood con
trol downstream. 

-Peace of m:ind 1s a great factor, and I think 
it should be considered along with the eco
nomic poss1bil1ties which this project cer
tainly offers. 

I repeat again, we are not coming here 
asking for something for nothing. We think 
we have a sound case to present. We think 
that. it will be beneficial riot only to the peo
ple of the area its.elf, but it will ·also be ben-· 
eficial to the Government in that it will re
pay all that is to be put Into it; and after 
that has been paid off, It will return an an
nual allowance to the Government etlch year. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not know of the fact 
that the Montana Power . Co. was· to· appear 
back here and consequently I was ·unable tO 
contact the rest of the Montana delegation 1n 
time to ask them to appear with -me, as they 
did last year. 

You will find ,w..hat . Congressman D'Ewart 
and Senators Murray and Wheeler have said. 
i:h the record that was made here last year. 
We made at that .time a very thorough and 
detailed representation of our case, and I 
feel that the ·statements made then will 
effectively answer any . and all arguments· 
w..hich .have been or may be presented against 
the transmission line and the Hungry Horse. 

Mr. FENTON. I am sure, Congressman, that 
the· committee will ·have no objection to 
those other Representatives ftling a state
ment. · 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
One more request. Would- it be possible 

for me in some way to get a copy of ~~e 
Montana Power Co. testimony so that I could 
answer any questions which they might have 
raised? 

Mr. FENToN. I wlll have to refer that to the 
chairman of the committee. I am sure you 
can if it 1s in accord with the policy. 

Incidentally I was not able to get a copy 
of the Montana Power Co.'s testimony, 
so consequently I did not see it until the 
hearings were released on April 21, 1947. 
My· purpose in rising today is to bring to 

· the attention of the Congress and the 
people of Montana the true picture of 
the Hungry Horse and the kind of oppo
sition that I have had to face over the 
years. As 'nothing about this speech or 
these hearings will appear in any of the 
daily newspapers of my State, I am 
go_ing to have printed at my own expense 
a sufficient number of copies so that the 
people of Montana will know the true 
story and will know it from the record. 
The truth has never hurt anyone, and 
the people of Montana are entitled to 
know the story of the Hungry Horse in 
all its details. 

The Hungry Horse and transmission 
appropriations are now in the Senate. 
It is my . sincere hope that Senators 
MURRAY and ECTON will be able to have 
the fun ·sum ·approved by the BUreau of 
the Budget restored to this bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Columbia. Basin project, Washington: For 

continuation of construction and for other 
purposes authorized by the Columbia. Basin 
Project Act of March 10, 1943 (57 Stat. 14), 
$9,435,000. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
o1Ier an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNES of Ohio: 

Page 36, line 9, after the comma, strike out 
"$9,435,000" and insert "$11,435,000." 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. ·Chairman, 
this extra $2,000,000 will bring this proj
ect more in line with other projects 
which have larger unexpended balances 
and in line with the programs of the rest 
of the projects. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the, amend
ment be adopted. 
· Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 

gentleman from California. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 

Chairman, while all of these increases 
are being handed out, may I ask the gen
tleman if he could give us a couple of 
million dollars for the Central Valley 
project in California? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The only way the 
Central Valley project can be helped is 
to get some religion into the Reclama
tion Bureau in the way of building canals 
and so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment o1Iered by the gentle
man from Oh1o [Mr. JoNES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, before we leave these 

projects which formerly were handled 
out of the general funds of the Treasury 
and now at this time are appropriated 
for, from the reclamation fund, I think 
it fair to say that the committee has 
raised a question as to the soundness of 
the Reclamation Bureau's policy in han
dling the pay-backs from these projects 
with power and irrigation revenues. 

One que.stion is pointed out on page 
717 of the hearings. There are tables 
on that page and on the following page 
showing that the Bureau of Reclamation 
has applied interest collected in power 
revenues on irrigation investment. They 
have represented to us that power re
turns the power investment, plus in
terest at 3 percent. 

That irrigation investment is returned 
without interest. Both are returnable in 
50 years. The committee knows of no 
way to bring this matter to the attention 
of the Congress for basic legislative ac
tion except to appropriate from the rec
lamation fund and let Congress know 
that we criticize requests for appropria
tions under the general fund of the 
Treasury when the Bureau of Reclama
tion has switched signals and broken 
their promises to the Committee on Ap
propriations and to Congress that power 
should be returned with interest at 3 
percent. These tables eminently show 
the problem we are trying to get at. The 
Bureau of Reclamation proposes to di
vert the interest on power investment 
to retiring the irrigation investment be-

yond the water user's ability to pay. The 
result is no interest pay-back on power 
so the reclamation fund will grow. 

Now for the other reason. General 
funds are requested from time to time 
for reclamation project developments in 
the 17 Western States on the ground that 
they are a great national problem. Then 
the Bureau of Reclamation perverts the 
theory and interpretation to one of sec
tional benefit when it disposes of the 
income. They want to retain all benefits 
from each project in the area where the 
project is located. So, for those reasons 
the committee has appropriated from 
the reclamation funds. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Columbia Basin project, Washington: Not 

to exceed $1,300,000 from power revenues 
shall be available for operation, maintenance, 
and replacements, including operation and 
maintenance of camp and other facilities 
turned over by construction contractors, and 
similar facilities and the furnishing of serv
ices related thereto. 

Mr. CASE ·of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to· strike out the last 
word to ask the chairman of the com
mittee if the period at the end of the 
paragraph just read should not be a 
semicolon. This is at the end of line 
10 on page 38. I note that all of the fore
going paragraphs running back to the 
paragraph on page 33 have semicolons. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that such cor
rection be made in the printed copy of 
the bill. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

· Limitation of expenditures: Under the 
provisions of this act no greater sum shall be 
expended, nor shall the United States be 
obligated to expend during the fiscal year 
1948, on any reclamation project appropriated 
fo; herein under the reclamation fund, an 
amount in excess of the sum herein appro
priated therefor, nor shall the whole expendi
tures or obligations incurred for all of such 
projects for the fiscal year 1948 exceed the 
whole amount 1n the reclamation fund for 
the fiscal year; 

·Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I o1Ier an amendme.nt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS of 

California: Page 39, line 7, strike out lines 
7 to 10, inclusive, beginning with the word 
"nor" on line 7. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I am, in e1Iect, striking out 
the last 30 words for the purpose of ask.
ing the chairman of the committee cer
tain questions so that they may become 
a matter of record at this point. The 
committee's intention is that the unex
pended balances shall be available for 
the projects listed in this bill? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. That is right. 
Mr. PHIL;.JJPS of California. Whether 

or not those funds are presently frozen? 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. That is right. 
Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Will the 

chairman assure the House that the 
words to which I have referred in this 
amendment do not in any way prevent 

the use of the unexPended balances for 
the purposes intended by the committee? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. They do not. 
Mr . . PHILLIPS of California. That 

also holds in the case of that part of 
the unexpended balance which came 
from the general funds in the 1947 ap
propriation? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This language 
refers purely and specifically to funds 
appropriated in this bill. We have ap
propriated from the reclamation fund. 
·This says that np more money shall be 
expended from the reclamation fund 
than is in the fund, and our appropria
tions are within the reclamation fund 
amount. 

. Mr. PHILLIPS of California. The 
fact that the reclamation fund has a 
balance of from $46,000,000 to $50,000,-
000 in no way will limit expenditures to 
that fund and exclude the additional 
money available from the unexpended 
balances? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The committee 
has found extra mo}1.eys beyond those 
which it knew about at the time of the 
hearings, which are represented by 
money held in suspense account by vir
tue of a contract between the Bonneville 
Power Administration and the Bureau of 
Reclamation. That money in suspense 
account is interest on power investment 
in Orand Coulee Dam. There is no au
thority in law for the Bonneville Power 
Administration to hold that money in 
suspense account, and this action will 
draw that money into the reclamation 
fund. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I thank 
the gentleman, but he did not quite 
understand my question. It was this, 
that in 1948 there will be $45,000,000 to 
$50,000,000 in the reclamation fund. I 
do not want any . interpretation of the 
lines to be made which would say that 
that is the total amount that may be 
spent, thus ruling out the unexpended 
balances from last year. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. No. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I yield 

to the gentleman from South Dakota. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Despite 

the assurances of the chairman on this 
point, I am afraid the language is pretty 
strong. The language says, in part, "nor 
shall the United States be obligated to 
expend during the ·fiscal year 1948, on 
any reclamation project appropriated 
for herein under the reclamation fund, 
an amount in excess of the sum herein 
appropriated therefor." 

Mr. PffiLLIPS of California. The 
gentleman from South Dakota raises the 
same point I have raised. May we have 
the assurance of the chairman that be
fore the bill finally goes through the 
other body and is signed, that point will 
be specifically cleared up, as he has 
stated it here on the floor? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Yes. I think 
the point is straightened up now because 
this appropriation bill deals only with 
these funds we are appropriating, new 
funds for the fiscal year 1948. The 
frozen funds were appropriated in other 
appropriation bills, last year for the fiscal 
year 1947, and in prior years. Certainly 
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any language you put iil this bill that 
would touch funds and their availability 
for expenditure would cover only the new 
funds you are herein appropriating, and 
the appropriations we are making are 
well within the amount we have allowed 
on each iteni and the sum total of them. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. The 
chairman will agree, however' that 
sometimes interpretations are made by 
Government departments that were not 
contemplated by the Congress of the 
United States? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I think this de
bate will be part of the legislative his
tory of the bill. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I think 
it is clear. I think the gentleman from 
California has very well brought this 
point up. The chairman has made it 
clear that the intent is that this lan
guage shall not impair the availability 
of previously appropriated funds for the 
projects described. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Absolutely. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I yield 

to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. JENSEN. May I say that the in

terpretation of a former solicitor of the 
Interior Department brought about this 
plan that they have carried on for quite 
some time of using that 3 percent inter
est component. Because of that fact, 
they did keep a suspense accoun~ show
ing the amount of interest that had ac
crued. It is because of that 3 percent 

. ihterest component and the amount 
that has piled up that we can now be a 
little more liberal in the appropriation 
of these funds. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I thank 
the gentleman. I was not questioning 
the supplementary prior appropriations. 
I was questioning the possible limita
tion in the lines designated. The chair
man assures me there is no limitation 
on the funds previously appropriated. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman men
tioned the interpretation. That is why 
I said that. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from , 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I _ 

move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to direct a ques

tion to the chairman of the subcom
mittee along the line of the question my 
colleague from California has just asked. 
I refer to page 19 of the report, where 
there are four columns. The first col
umn is the budget estimate of $20,000,-
000 The amount recommended by the 
committee is $6,900,000 This is on the 
Central Valley water project The un- · 
expended cash is $17,265,862. In the 
fourth column, there is the figure 
$24,165,862. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Right. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. The question . I 

wish to ask is this: Is the sum of $24,165,-
862 available for use ili the Central Val-
ley during the fiscal year? · 

Mr. JONE~ of Ohio. For .1948; yes, 
.sir. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. How about 1947? 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. The President 

can stop those funds from being used in 
1947 on the one hand, and, on the other 
hand, the Bureau of Reclamation has 
not contracted early enough for the 
canals to be built so that the contractor 
can earn the money. · We have no con
trol over that. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. In other words, as
SUiiling the President has unfrozen this 
amount, the amount of $17,000,000 plus 
is not available for work. in the Central 
Valley and it could not be committed to 
the contractors? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. We have no con
trol over the $17,000,000 that we voted 
last year, and the President is the only 
one who has control of that, as well as 
the Bureau of Reclamation. Either 
through the freezing of the funds or dila
tory tactics on the part of the Bureau of 
Reclamation in bUilding the canals or de
lay in the building of the canals, there is 
that much unexpended balance. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I hope that the 
Chairman will bear with me, but I am 
m~rely trying to find out if this $17,000,-
000 can be used, providing the Reclama
tion Bureau and the President want to 
use it, or will they under the language 
of this bill be precluded from using it? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This language 
has nothing to do with the $17,000,000 al
ready appropriated. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. But it must be ex
pended or committed before the fiscal 
year 1948? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. No; it is available 
uritil expended, and if the Bureau of Rec
lamation does not want to bUild the 
canal in 10 years we cannot help that. 

The CHAIRMAN. · The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Total, from reclamation fund, $45,461,000. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer ·an amendment, which is at the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JONES of.Ohio: 

On page 30, line 22, strike out "$45,461,000" 
and insert "$50,461,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
General fund, operation and maintenance. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as foiiows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNES of Ohio: · 

On page 39, line 23, strike out all of said 
line and remainder of the page and on page 
40 strike out the :first 8 lines. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
this is an amendment to strik,e out lan
guage which is subject to a point of order. 
According to a contract with the Impe
rial Irrigation District, they contend that 
they are entitled to ope,rate and maintain 
the canal for which this money is appro
priated. The Bureau of Reclamation 
contend that by the treaty with Mexico 
they should operate the canal. We at
tempted to hold the matter in status quo 
_and ~et a legisl!lt~ve co~ttee deci9e the 

question. We have learned that we 
should have included the item slnce 
marking up the bill, and on page 42 an 
amendment will be offered to includ:e the 
$245,000 on line 10 when we get to it. 

The .cHAIRMAN. The question 1s on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

MISSOURI RIVER BASIN 

Missouri River Basin (reimbursable ex
cept as otherwise provided by law): For the 
partial accomplishment of the works to be 
undertaken by the Secretary of the Interior, 
pursuant to section 9 of the act of Decem
ber 22, 1944 (Public Law 534) and section 18 
of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (Public 
Law 526) (including the construction of 
transmission lines and the purchase of pow
er) and for continuing investigations on the 
general plan of development, $9,611,600, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That this appropriation shall be expended, 
either independently or through or in co
operation with existing Federal and state 
agencies. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNES of Ohio: 

On page 40, line 25, strike . out "$9,611,600" 
and insert "$9,786,600." 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
the purpose of this amendment is to pro
vide $175,000 for the Glendo project in 
Wyoming. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the.RECORD at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr . . chairman, I am 

glad that the committee bas raised this 
item for the Missouri River Basin. It 
should be raised far more and I hope it 
will be done before this bill goes to the 
President. Yesterday when I spoke on 
this })iii, I urged speedy constrt£ction by 
the Bureau in the Republican Valley. 
This work is to relieve a territory that a 
few years ago was the heart of the 
drought and dust bowl area. Much of 
the cost is reimbursable and it is in the 
interest of the entire country that these 
projects be quickly built. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
l't1NDS POR SHADEHILL, GRAND RIVER 

Mr. ·CASE of South Dakota. Mr. · 
Chairman, I rise at this time to call at .. 
tention to the fact that the money herein 
appropriated for the Missouri Basin pro" 
gram includes $300,000 for the Grand 
River project in northwestern South Da
kota . . The surveys and studies. of Grand 
Riv:e~ have l,>een completed; .. these ttmds 
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will accomplish the immediate precon
struction work and initiate construction 
of the Shadehill Dam. 

This allocation of funds is made by the 
language of the committee report which 
appears at page 20, and says: 

Missouri Ri'rer Basin: The committee has 
recommended an appropriation of $9,611,600 
for continuation of work under this heading, 
which, together with the unexpended bal
ance of $10,048,053, will provide a total of 
$19,659,653 for the fiscal year 1948. The 
committee has denied all funds requested 
for transfer to other bureaus for proposed 
cooperative work pertaining to their activi
ties, for which $3,850,000 was contained in 
the budget estimate, and has provided that 
this amount shall be applied to work on units 
selected for construction under phase A; 
with the exception that such sum as may be 
necessary is provided in order that _$300,000 
of new funds shall be available for continua
tion of work on the Grand River unit, 
$196,000 for work on the Oahe (James River) 
unit, $5,000 for the Owl Creek, and $5,000 
for the Paintrock units, all under phase B; 
and $50,000 for work in connection with the 
Shoshone Extension under phase C. 

It will be noted that the committee 
report specifically states that the amount 
appropriated and made available "shall 
be applied to work on units selected for 
construction under phase A; with the 
exception that such sum as may be 
necessary is provided in order that $300,-
000 of new funds shall be available for 
continuation of work on the Grand River 
unit, $196,000 for work on the Oahe
James River-unit," and so forth. 

May I say that I doubt if there is a 
project in the bill which is more meri
torious and more deserving of prompt 
action than construction of Shadehill 
Dam for the dual purpose of flood con
trol and irrigation. 

As reclamation projects go, this 1s 
"small potatoes"-the total cost o{ the 
Grand River project in three units was 
estimated in the Sloan report of the 
Bureau of Reclamation at $3,886,000. 

The items were: Shadehill Dam, $1,-
625,000; irrigation distribution, $1,511,-
000; Blue Horse-secondary dam down
stream-$750,000; total, $3,886,000. 

The flood damages on Grand :..Uver in 
3 years since 1940 would come close to 
meeting the entire cost of the Shadehill 
Reservoir. I recall that one season, 1943 
or thereabouts, the floods on Grand 
River caused damages of $525,000 to 
Government property and Indian trust 
lands on the Standing Rock Reservation 
as estimated . by the super~ntendent of 
the United States Indian agency. 

In addition to that, several long steel 
highway bridges were damaged, one was 
entirely ruined, ranchers lost livestock 
and many fields and meadows were 
damaged betwetn the Standing Rock 
country and the reservoir site upstream. 

Another time, somewhat similar prop
erty damage was suffered and some lives 
were lost. This year, Government prop
erty again suffered damage and at least 
27 families were driven from their homes 
in the Little Eagle community. 

The Shadehill Reservoir site is one 
which is happily located to serve the 
dual purposes of flood control and irri
gation. Two branches of Grand River, 
the north and south forks, come together· 
at Shadehill where high bluffs make a 

natural site for an earth-fill dam. That 
explains the economy of construction~ 

The reservoir will hi!-Ve a capacity of 
134,000 acre-feet which can irrigate 
13,000 acres of choice land by gravity 
flow and provide abundant space for 
flood control. Later, a secondary dam at 
the downstream Blue Horse site will add 
50,000 acre-feet of storage and make pos
sible irrigation of another 16,500 acres, 
a total of 29,500. 

There is a total of 66,000 acres of land 
suitable for irrigation in the vicinity, and 
it is entirely possible that the day will 
come when the application of hydro
electric power from the dams on the main 
stem of the Missouri River will make pos
sible the irrigation of most· of that land, 
provided experience shows dependable 
carry-overs of water without impairing 
the flood control space in the reservoirs. 

Perhaps it should also be noted that 
this project is in the very midst of the 
area which was so hard hit by the 
droughts of the thirties that large sums 
of Federal money were expended in tern-

, porary relief. It is the belief of us who 
· are acquainted with the area that the 
construction of the Grand River project 
will stabilize the ranch and farm econo
my of this area for many miles around 
and permanently place it upon a stable, 
self -supporting basis. 

Indeed, it was the vivid picture of 
floods· in April and dr.ought in August 
which spurred me to work on this project 
when I first came to Congress back in 
1937. 

I tlnd that the bottom letter in my file 
is one which I wrote on January 30, 193-7, 
the first month I was here, asking the 
War Department for any data they had 
obtained in a flood-control study of the 
Grand River. And next to it is a letter 
from A. V. Svendby, of Lemmon, received 
February 11, 1937, ~hich introduced him 
"as a constituent" who appreciated my 
assignment to the Committee on Irriga
tion and Water Conservation and stated 
that he was sending me a ·map of the 
Shadehill area. 

My file contains many letters,: and 
much data from that "time forward: tell
ing the story of surveys and studies, 
sketches and maps, reports of floods and 
crop hazards, resolutions of public bodies 
and petitions, and so forth, the familiar 
pattern of western development. inter
rupted or delayed by the war, but always 
moving ahead. All who have been ac
quainted with the project will forever 
remember with appreciation the unflag
ging interest of Engineer W. G. Sloan, of 
the Bureau of Reclamation, who encour
agep us from the time of his first visit to 
the area when he plowed through many 
miles of sticky gumbo roads to keep his 
appointment, and has never lost his 
interest. 

I also mention the name of Art Svend
by because during the 10 years that have 
ensued he has been the one person who 
in season and out has consistently and 
persistently plugged for the Shadehill 
Dam-getting records of rainfall, pic
tures of damaged bridges. reports of 
floods and crops. He has attended meet
ings of the National Reclamation Asso
ciation to speak for Shadehill. He has 
been here in Washington to testify before 
committees of the Congress on, the SO• 

called Case-Wheeler Act. under which 
the Shadehill project first got under way 
for serious study, and on the comprehen
sive plan for the Missouri Basin, with 
which it was finally merged. And in his 
efforts he has seemingly had the united 
support of everyone in the area-town 
and country. 

In view of the fact that this appropria
tion today marks the culmination of an 
effort begun 10' years ago, I think it is fit
ting at this point to include the following 
brief letter which tells its own story: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION, 

May 21, 1937. 
Han. FRANCIS CASE, 

House of Representatives. 
MY DEAR MR. CASE: I have received your 

letter of May 12, 1937, transmitting a map of 
the Shadehill project, as proposed by the 
Western Dakotas Water Conservation Asso
ciation, of Lemmon, S. Dak. 

The records of this 'office show that this 
Bureau has never investigated the proposed 
project. At this time the Bureau of Recla
mation does not have funds with which to 
make a survey of the project. However, I . 
sha~l be glad to forward the map, together 
with the information contained in your letter 
to the chief engineer for his consideration 
in connection with a future program of sur
veys in this vicinity if and when funds are 
available for such a program. 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN C. PAGE, 

Commissioner. 

- So, Mr. Chairman, the action of this 
House of Representatives today in ap
proving this Interior Appropriation bill 
embracing these funds for initiating con
struction on the Shadehill Dam means 
much to people who have suffered and 
dreamed and labored so long. In their 
behalf I express appreciation to the com
mittee for what it has done in allocating 
funds for the Grand River project. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
VALUE OF IRRIGATION 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, I am disappointed that this 1947 
appropriation bill for reclamation has 
been given su_h a drastic cut by the Com
mittee. I fear that my colleagues from 
the Eastern States do not have a full 
appreciation of the value of water to the 
17. Western States. Water is our life
blood. It is the great limiting factor to 
good crops in these States. The 17 West
ern States affected by this bill make up 
more than half of· the area of the United 
States. My own State, Nebraska·, has 
more miles of streams with a steady flow 
of water than any other State. We have 
a million and a half acres of new land 
awaiting irrigation. 

Bring irrigation to these good acres 
and you provide a great stabilizer. It 
brings a comforting assurance that this 
Nation, yes, the world, can be fed. Give 
the farmer a sure supply of good water on 
our soil and he is assured a good crop 
which brings a backlog of safety, secu
rity and stability not only to him, but to 

· the ·communities concerned. 
I spoke about production in the 11 

Western States. This production is tre-



1947 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 4095 
mendously -important -to the Nation and 
the world. In rough figures, this 17-State 
area produces 47 percent of the Nation's 
beef; 78 percent of its wool; 77 percent 
of its wheat; 30 percent of its canning 
crops; 76 percent of its sugar beets; 60 
percent of its citrus frUits; 31 percent of 
its cotton; 42 percent of its potatoes; 79 
percent of its alfalfa seed and major 
quantities of fiax, beans, peas, hogs, fruit 
and other crops. Really, my colleagues, 
1f this area were a separate Nation, folks 
living east of the ninety-seventh merid
ian would go the limit to establish favor
able trade relations with it. You need 
this production to keep your factories 
and industries operating. 

Of course, not all of this tremendous 
wealth in these States is directly depend
ent upon agriculture, but directly and 
indirectly irrigation is the most impor
tant single factor in the life, progress, 
and development of all of them. It does 
provide that confidence and security 
which makes an expanding economy pos
sible. Who would deny that irrigation 
does bring greatly increased incomes tO 
communities? It brings enormous gains 
1n purchasing power and improved liv
ing standards, not only to the farm 
family but to the professional and busi
nessmen living in these irrigated areas. 

I am wondering if the Appropriations 
Committee took into consideration the 
fact that all this new wealth is an asset 
to the Federal Government because it 
does pay income taxes. I am convinced, 
if a careful study wer.e made,· it would 
disclose that the new wealth and the . 
taxes paid thereon would exceed the orig
inal construction costs of irrigation proj
ects several times during the 40-year pe
riod allotted for the payment of these 
deve!opments. Let me cite you an in
teresting example of what I am talking 
about. In Scotts Bluff County in west
ern Nebraska about 43 percent of the 
land is irrigated. The production in 1944 
was nearly six times that of 1910 when 
J.rrigation was just getting started !n tha.t 
area. In 1940 the value of farm crops 
in Scotts Bluff County was double that 
of the next ranking county of the State, 
although the latter county is slightly 
larger in farm area and more favorably 
located in regard to rainfall. The popu
lation of Scotts Bluff County increased 
405 percent between 1910 and 1940. PUt
ting new lands into production through 
irrigation means new wealth, new sources 
of taxes, and a better standard of living. 
The story of Scotts Bluff County can be 
repeated in a dozen places in Nebraska 
if the water now in our four main rivers 
can be harnessed and placed upon the 
soil. Several Gardens of Eden can be
created which will return many times 
the money invested. It should be re
membered that these funds are all re:. 
payable with interest. This is an in
vestment in the resources of our country. 
It is so different than pouring money 
down the half a dozen rat holes all over 
the world for which no return can be 
expected. 

American agriculture with its produc
tion and new wealth has created a na• 
tion which ·grew from a population of 
3,000,000 in 1775 to 140,000,000 in 1946. 
The new wealth from agriculture and 
from· our ·natural · resources created the 

. '. . .-~..... .,, . "' . :/' ~ . 

capital to build industrial plants no other 
nation has · equaled. Our industrial 
plants, during the war, outproduced all 
the other nations put together. We pro
duced, not from our trade, but from the 
resources of this country. From this 
tremendous production, agriculture sup
plied 65 percent of the raw materials. 
Without American agriculture, our Na
tion would have been pelpless. 

Since 1910 we have increased our har
vested area about 10 percent while our 
population has increased from 92,000,-
000 to 140,000,000, or more than 50 
percent. This country has about 350,-
000,000 acres of land under cultivation. 
Some of it needs to be retired. The only 
way we can meet our expanding needs 
is to bring new lands under irrigation. 

Yes, I hear some of my colleagues 
shouting, "Surplus." Now let us look at 
the facts about this so-called surplus, 
which never existed. At no time during 
the period from 192~ to 1940 has our 
Nation had an over-all surplus of farm 
products. Since 1922, with the exception 
of 1 year, we had to import more farm 
products than we exported. From 1934 
to 1942, the records will show that we 
imported annually, on the average, prod
ucts from 50,000,000 acres in excess of 
our exports. It is interesting to note 
that during tlie years of 1925-29, these 
imports forced down the prices of our 
farm products and brought on the de
pression. During this time, we presented 
to the world, the ·spectacle of a Nation 
trying to go in two directions at one and 
the same time. We were promising the 
farmer a price for his products and on 
the other hand we were importing prod:
ucts at less than our American parity 
level to keep the farmer from obtaining 
a good price. Yet, we even plowed un
der our crops, killed the pigs and paid 
the farmer not to produce. and turned 
the market for 50,000,000 acres over to 
foreign production. There never was 
an overproduction in this country. It 
was underconsumption and inability of 
the laboring man to buy. · 
· I hear some of my colleagues say, 
"Well, we can buy Argentine meat cheap
er than we can buy it in the United 
States." But let us take a look at this. 
Cheap raw materials are costly when 
brought in from other countries, where, 
with cheaper labor, it means a cheap 
market, a cheap nation·. and lower sta~d-

. ards of living . . Cheapness is a transgres: 
sion of the Christian doctrine which 
states that every laborer is worthy of his 
hire. America was not designed by the 
course of human events to give the world 
that type of leadership. If we continue 
with the theory that we can get better 
and cheaper products by imports where 
that product is produced by cheap labor 
standards, we then shut off the source of 
our own income here at home. 

The world is short of good agricultural 
land. We have about 20,000,000 acres 
now under irrigation in the United 
States. We can probably develop anoth
er 20,000,000 acres by the wise use of 0'9-1' 
water. There are some 40 projects, now 
under development which, when com- · 
pleted, will irrigate 3,000,000 new acres 
of land. It wiU bring supplemental water 
to an additional 6,000,000' a:cres, New 
land to b13 devE!loped i~- limited.' This 

country has undertaken to feed the rest 
of the world. We need to use our entire 
energies in developing these new irrigat
ed lands in order to produce the food and 
fiber needed not only at home, but by 
the world. · 

Mr. Chairman, I do sincerely feel that 
the Committee has made a mistake in 
cutting the appropriaticns to the Inte
rior Department particularly as it relates 
to the Bureau of Reclamation. I note 
that they have cut th~ funds for planning 
and research from ·$5,000,000 to $125,000. 
Well, certainly very little can be done 
when the budgeted funds are cut 98 per
cent. In Nebraska we are doing some 
research and planning in the hopes that 
more land can be brought under irriga
tion. This planning and investigation, if 
such a cut remains, will be stopped in i.ts 
tracks. I hope that most of the $5,000,-
000 can be restored. I expect to support 
the restoration ·of these reclamation 

· funds, because I sincerely believe that 
this is one investment in our resources 
which will pay big dividends not only to 
the· United states Treasury. but in the 
happiness, prosperity, contentment, and 
those intangible things which have made 
our country great. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Boulder canyon project (All-American 

Canalf: For continuation of construction of 
a diversion dam, and main canal (and ap
purtenant structures including distribution 
and drainage systems) located entirely with
In the United States connecting the diver
sion dam with the Imperial and Coachella 
Valleys in California; to acquire by proceed
ings in eminent domain, or otherwise, all 
lands, rights-of-way, and other property 
necessary for such purposes; and for inci
dental operations as authorized by the 
Boulder Canyon Project Act, approved De
cember 21, 1928 (43 U. S. C., ch. 12A); to be 
immediately available, and to remain avail
able until advanced to the Colorado River 
dam fund, $3,000,000. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
' 

Amendment offered by Mr. JoNEs of Ohio: 
On page 42, line 10, strike out "$3,000,000" 
and insert "$3,245,000." 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
this is the amendment I referred to a . 
moment ago, stricken out of an eal'lier 
paragraph and included in this para
graph . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PHILLIPS Of California. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment which 
is at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPs of 

California: On page 42, line 1, after the 
word "structures", close the parenthesis and 
strike out the remainder of that line~ also 
strike out the first two words and the paren
thesis on line 2; and on line 4, folloWing 
the word "California,.·, and before the semi
colon, add a. comma and the words "and dis
tribution a.nd drainage systems." 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I am convinced that this 
amendment is subject to a point of ordeJ;, 
and therefore I shall not press it. I have 
asked for the ti~e. and for the reading 
of the amendment, so that it may appear 
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at this place as a matter of record, and 
so that I may emphasize before this body 
the seriousness of the situation which 
the amendment seeks to correct. Appar
ently it will have to be corrected by a 
legislative committee. I can only ask 
the support of that committee to have 
the matter heard and the correction 
made at the earliest possible moment. 
I discussed the details of t-he situation in 
the Coachella Valley in my remarks 
yesterday. 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the amendment, ·and I yield back the 
remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
No part of any app~opriat_ion to the Bureau 

of Reclamation contained in this act shall 
be available · for work performed on a force
account basis. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIR.l\AAN. ·Is there objection to 
the_ request of' the gentleman from .Ohio? 

There was. ne objection .. 
Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, the 

Eightieth Congress proposes -national 
economy. Intelligent · planning of the 
development ·of our natural resources is 
economy . . Modern-topographic maps are 
the basis of that intelligent planning. 
Regardless of the time when any actual 
construction or development may take 
place, mapping and .planning should be 
completed now. -

The Geological Survey bas been 
granted varying amounts for top-ographic 
mapping through the years since 1879. 
This method of appropriation has re
sulted in fractional mapping of many 
States. An efficient organization is dif
ficult to maintain, with little opportunity 
for a specific program of complete map 
coverage, with no assurance of sustained, 
annual appropriations. 

Under the pressure of wartime emer
ency, the Survey hastily enlarged its· 
facilities to provide the maps necessary 
to national defense. At other times, 
when vast public works have been con
sidered politically expedient, perform-

. ance has been demanded that was far be
yond the normal organization. Today, 
this country is entering into a period 
of postwar development where adequate 
maps and wise planning are more neces
sary than ever before. The Geological 
Survey proposes and is prepared to fill 
that need and the records show that it 
can efficiently fill that need. 

During the static '1930's the survey was 
unable, due to limited funds, to purchase 
the modern photogrammetric equipment 
necessary for an expanded program. The 
recent war made the purchase of such 
equipment mandatory. It is now at work, 
under trained personnel, within the map 
laboratories. The opportunity is at hand 
to fully utilize this equipment and per
sonnel to complete the mapping of the 
United States and its possessions under 
a planned 20-year program. Vigorous 
support has been given to this program 
by the States and Federal agencies. The 
House Subcommittee on Interior Depart-

ment Appropriations has noted the fact 
that mapping is being performed by the 
Bureau of Reclamation and the Bonne
ville Power Administration. Other Fed
eral agencies are similarly engaged in 
map-making to supply urgent needs. 
Adequate appropriations for mapping to 
the Geological survey would supply this 
map information and eliminate much 
duplication-of effort. 

The War Department has requested 
and urged that the Geological Survey in
clude in. its 1948 budget estimates neces
sary funds required for domestic map
ping of strategic a-reas considered vital 
to national security. These areas would 
include unmapped or inadequately 
mapped coastal approaches in the United 
States and Alaska, as well as the more 
important industrial sections and trans
portation routes. ·A substantial start on 
this program which certainly can be 
called a defense program has already 
been made and continual progress is 
planned under the proposed 20-year 
mapping program, the details of which 
have been carefully worked out and co
ordinated with the War Department. 
. Mr. HOLMES. Mr. c'hairman;I move 

to strike ·out the ·last w-ord. 
Mr. Chairman, on line 10, page 4-3 of 

the · bill, appears this language:· 
No part of any appropriation to the Bu

reau· of Reeclamation contained in this act 
shall· be available for work performed on a 
force;.account basis. 

I call to the attel)tion of the commit
tee and the Members the fact that in 
the operation and maintenance of a 
reclamation project with all of its con
struction features, with all of its ditches, 
laterals, and canals, there are emergency 
conditions that come up that must be 
repaired and repaired at once. It is 
practically impossible for an irrigation 
program to be carried on without having 
on hand men available for emergency 
work. I call to the attention of the 
committee the extreme importance of 
haVing a force account available for the 
handling of workers and for the han
dling of emergency- conditions and re
pairs. We are confronted in · Coulee 
Dam now with the problem of repairing 
the bucket of the dam. To do that work 
we need a force account for men working . 

I feel that this is an extremely im
portant phase of the bill and such an 
account should have very serious consid
eration on the part of the committee for 
further action. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of· California. Mr. 
· Chairman, I move to /strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, since the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. HOLMES] has said 
the things I intended to say regarding 
those three lines of the bill, I will not 
repeat them but would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee a question. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I shall be glad to 
answer if I can. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. By plac
ing in the bill these three lines concern
ing which the gentleman from Washing
ton spoke, the commitee has no intention 
in any way to handicap emergency work 
which might be necessary upon Colorado 
River construction or upon any reclama~ 

tion construction? It was the commit
tee's intention to stop the use of the force 
account, perhaps, by the Bureau of Recla
mation for purposes for which that type 
of work was not originally intended. 
Am I right? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The gentleman 
is right. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. May we 
theref-ore hope that if no attempt is made 
to take the time today for the necessary 
corrections that this may be considered 
and corrected with other items before the 
bill passes the ather House? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. It wm-. be re
viewed very carefully. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 

.my time. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 

· Topographic surveys: For topographic sur
veys in the United States, Alaska, the Virgin 
Islands, and Puerto Rico, $3,000,000, of which 
not to exceed_ $475,000 may be expended for 
personal services in tlie District of Qolumbia·: 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
~hall be expended in cooperation with States 
or municipalities excent ·upon the basis of 

. the State -or municipality bearing all of the 
expense·· incident _tneretq in e~ce58 o! !)Uch 
_an amount· as is neces.sary for the Ge.ologic~l 
Survey. to perform its share of standard top
ographic surveys, such share of the· Geplogi-

. cal Survey in no case exceeding ' 5.0 percent <if 
the co~t of the survey: _ Provided further, 
That $400,000 of this amount shall be avail
able only for such cooperation with States 
or municipalities; 

.Mr. CURTI&. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to · call the at
tention of the committee to lines 12 and 
13 and the first half of line 14 on page 
45. . 

T.his language in effect puts an end to 
the Federal-State surveys and studies 
of ground water. This is not a big item. 
It is one of the items in this bill that 
applies to a great many States. 

When we go back in 'the House I will 
ask unanimous consent to include in 
my remarks a list of the States and the 
expenditures made for this item. 

I know something about this work for 
the State of Nebraska. It is a sound, 
needed work. The cost to the Federal 
Government is only $7,500 per year in 
that State. 

I submit that · if this is a program 
which the Committee on Appropriations 
feels should come to an end, then it 
should be done by means of legislation 
and not in an appropriation measure. 

It is not a . program as represented by 
some that is in confiict with private en
terprise. The well drillers and the Well 
Drillers' Association in my section of the 
country support it wholeheartedly. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. We were advised by the 

Interior Department in connection with 
the deficiency estimate that this propo
sition was not authorized bJ law at all. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think that perhaps in 
the matter of cooperation with munici
palities that may be correct; but I be
lieve the gentleman will find that the 
law does authorize this work carried on 
with the States. If it is going to be 
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brought to an end it . should be brought 
to an "end in a legislative manner. It is 
a function of Government that is cost
Ing a very f~w thousand dollars but is 

rendering a . very vital function and it 
is one item that should have the attEm
tion of the other body before the bUl goes 
to the President. 

Summary of allotments of Federal jUnds tor cooperatiqn tn grouna-water activities, 
· fiscal year 1~47 

State 
State 

agencies I 

Amounts allotted for cooperation with-

City agencies I 
County 

agenciest 
Water 

districts 1 

---------------- ------·--------- ............ ------------

---- .... ----- .. -....... ---------------- ---------- .......... --
-----7:527-(4)-- -----s:ii69--<ar- :::::::::::::::: 

-------------- ................................. ..... ----------------
...... ------------- ---- ......................... -- ·---------------------------- --- ------------ ..... -- ----------------
......... ------------ ----- .............. ----- ------------------ ........................................................ .:. ...................................... ... 
-----s:ooo--<2>-- --- · -a:ooo-<i>-- :::::::::::::::: 

Lo.uisiana _________ • --------------·~----- -------- __ 11,000 (2~ -~-- ____________ ---------------- ----- ___ ----···· 

~=g~s~iti::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1g; ~ H> :::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 
Michigan __ -------~----~------~--------~--------- 32, 575 ~1~ ---------------- ---------------- ---·------------

~NNetw&M;""efx~1;co~I __ ~ --~~:__~--~~:_=~-~~~~~-=-~-~~-~:_: -_: -_=~-_::_=~~--:~--~:_~:_: :_=_~:_=_~~ ~11!,: &oooo~ !((

1

2
il) ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~.~~~~~~~~ __ _ _ ____ _ _ __ _ _ ... :::::::::::::::: -----2:ooo-<i>-- -----a:ooo-<i>-~ 

~~~;8~~olin-a::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3!: ~ . m :::::::::::::::: ____ ::~~~~-~~~-- :::::::::::::::: 
North Dakota-------------·-··----------------- - 21,250 (1) ---------------- __ __ _ __ ----------····-· 

8~i~bonia_-::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~~ m :::::::::::::::: --~--!:~~~~~~~-~ :::::::::::::::: 
Oregon------ --------------------------------- ---- 3, 92~ (1) ---------------- -----~---------- -----------··--· 

~~~~tsl~~~~~===================:::::::::::::::: 1~ ~ m ================ ================ :::::::::::::::: 
Rhode Island._---------------------------------- 2, 500 (1) ---------------- ------·------··- ----------------
South Carolina __________ ~------------------------ 2, 625 (1) ---------------- ---------------- ---------------· 
Tennessee-- --------------·----"---- -- ------------ ------ ------ ---- 17,500 (1) ---------------- ----------------•rexas _______________ ~ ------- --------~-- _ _ ___ _ ___ _ 51, ooo (1) ____________ ___ _ ------ ___ ______ _______ _________ _ 
Utah __________________________ : ______ •• ---------_ 8, ooo· (I) ------- _________________________ ----- --------·-· 
Virginia------------------------------------------ 4,000 (1) ------------ ---- --------- ____ __ ---------·-----· 

;:r~fr~~ia:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::===== t ~ m -~-----~~--(~~- - _____ !:~~--(~~- - :::::::::::::::: 
;~g:~~;_-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~: ~o8 g~ ================ ================ ================ 

TotaL----------------·····---------------- 615, 099(47) 
Percent of total.---------·-·---~-~--------------- 85. 6(63. 5) 

42,777(12) 
7.1(16. 2) 

36, 769(12) 
6.1(16. 2) 

7,000(3) 
1.2(U) 

Total allotment for cooperatjon in ground water activities: $601,645. 
Total number ot agencies cooperating: 74. 
There amounts are matched by the cooperating parties. In addition, cooperating parties are contributing a total of 

$8,950 without matching Federal funds. 
1 Figures in parentheses show the number of cooperating agencies. 

Allotments of Federal funds for cooperation The CHAmMAN. The time of the 
with city and county agencies, fiscal year gentleman from Nebraska. has expired. 
1947 The Clerk read as follows: 

State City· 

Arizona ••••• ------------ Prescott-~---··-·--_ Do. ______________ -·- Phoenix ________ -~~-
Do _________ .-------- Globe _____________ _ 

Arkansas.~-------------- Grossett ___________ _ 
Florida_····--··-·-·-·-·- Pensacola __ ---- ___ _ 

Do__________________ D~lra~ Beach _____ _ 
Do__________________ MJamJ ____________ _ 

Kentucky ____ : __________ Louisvflle _________ _ 
Tennessee_______________ Memphis _________ _ 
Washington_____________ Tacoma ___________ _ 

TC:Tlit <ct~f~~atlon --------------------- . 

California •••••••• _. ____ _ 
. DO------------------Florida __________ : _------

~~:: ::: = = ::::::::::: 
Kentucky-----··--------
New Mexico ___________ _ 

New York __ ------------
DO----~-----·······

Ohio __ ---~--------------
Do ______ -----------_ 

Waabington __ ~----·-·-·· 

County 

San Bernardino ___ _ 
Santa Barbara.~--
Dade ·--------------Nassau ________ -----
Pinnelas __ --------~ 
Louisville and Jef-

ferson, jointly. Colfax ___________ ~--
N assau ____ ________ _ 
Suffolk--·-···-·-·-· 
Butler_------------
Hamilton_---···--
Snohomish •••••••• _ 

Amount 
of allot
ment 

$2,000 
4,250 

roo 
2,500 

152 
2,000 
5,375 
8,000 

17,500 
500 

42,777 

8,000 
7,500 
4,219 

250 
1, 600 
3,000 

~~ 
5,000 
. 500 
1,300 
1,MO 

36,769 

Geologic surveys: For geologic surveys in 
the. United States and chemical and physical 
researches relative thereto, $1,690,000 of 
which not to exceed $450,000 may be expend
ed for personal services in the District of 
Columbia; 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RooNEY: Page 

44, line 14, strike out "$1,690,000" and insert 
"$3,135,000", and strike out "$450,000" and 
insert "$725,000." 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, the 
purpose of this amendment is to restore 
in line 14, page 44, the amount requested 
by the Bureau of the Budget for geologic 
surveys~ I ~ust again point out that the 
majority here in the House are following 
a course of nonsensical economy when 
they cut an important item such as this 
to the extent of more than 50 percent. 
I know of no more convincing reason for 
the Members of this House to support 
my proposed amendment than that 
give~ in an article published _in the 
New York Times of Wednesday, April 23, 
1947, entitled .. Nation-Wide Mineral 

Hunt To Be Launched by Russia." It 
reads as follows: 

LONDON, AprU . 22.-The greatest mineral 
search in Russian history will be undertaken 
this year by prospectors employing para
chute, reindeer, camel, pack mule, automo
bile, and airplane to blanket the vast reaches 
of the Soviet Union, the Moscow radio re
ported today. · 

There was no mention of minerals other 
than iron and coal, and there was no hint 
that uranium, thorium or other radio-active 
~inerals would be the principal targets for 
the mineralogical experts. 

"Their activities will cover 1,000,000 square 
kilometers," the broadcast said. (A kilome
ter is 0.621 of a mue.] 

The broadcast said more than 150 aircraft, 
8,000 automobiles and 6,000 pack and draft 
animals, ranging from camels to reindeer, 
would be used. 

. "Aircraft wlll be used mainly to explore 
the boundaries of new Iron fields discovered 
1n the Karelian Finnish Republic, Siberia, 
and Central Asia. They wm spend about 
24,000 hours aloft," the broadcast said. 

"Some will parachute prospectors into the 
Siberian wUds it would take weeks to reach 
by mule or jeep," lt said. 

What 1S the situation in these great 
United States and our Territories with 
regard to our mineral hunt? Our re
sources of mineral raw materials-iron, 
lead, ·copper, tungsten, petroleum, and 
so forth-is that all our easily discover
able deposits have been discovered and 
are either being rapidly exploited, or 
have been exhausted. Undoubtedly 
more deposits lie hidden beneath the 
land's surface but they will be difftcult 
to :find. Geologic surveys provide the 
only known guide to their ' discovery. 
Blind drilling is the only alternative, and 
no nation is wealthy enough to afford 
that. 

The present cuts of Geological survey 
wilf mean the abandonment of about 30 
projects in the fields of geological and 
geophysical surveys. On the average 
each project represents an investment of 
about $25,000 that has already been 
made because each project requires from 
2 to 5 years to execute. This represents 
a loss of about three-quarters of a mil
lion dollars. If abandoned projects are 
subsequently resumed an additional ex
penditure of roughly 60 percent of the 
initial cost will be required because new 
personnel must repeat much of the in
vestigation to become familiar with all 
its subtle complexities. Therefore, if all 
30 projects are abandoned and resumed 
some years later it will ultimately cost 
the taxpayers about $1,200,000. Also, it 
will -delay for years any progress toward 
the discovery of new reserves of badly 
needed mineral raw materials. 

Now, I repeat, this sort of economy for 
our Nation is penny-wise and pound
foolish when we destroy to the extent of 
over 50 percent this much needed proj
ect of the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment close in 5 minutes. 
· The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request . of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog~ 

nizes the gentleman from AriZona [Mr. 
HARLESS]. 
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Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. 'I'he CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to make points of order after amend· 

Chairman, there are a few vital statistics to the request of the gentleman from ments to the bill have been considered. 
which appear to me to be of interest to Ohlo? Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
this House in considering the budget for There was no objection. an amendment, which I send to the desk. 
the Interior Department. The com. . The . CHAIRMAN. The Chair sug- The Clerk read as follows: 
bined budgets submitted by the Geologi. gests that the points of order be dis- Amendment offered by Mr. MAHoN: OIJ. 
cal Survey and the Bureau of Mines, posed of first under this procedure, be- page 45, strike out lines 12 and 13 and the 
which are the governmental organiza- fore the amendments. portion of the line 14 up to the colon. 
tions most vitally concerned with the M c r. ASE of South Dakota. Mr. Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, in offer-mineral industries, were for the fiscal Ch 
year 1948, $34,938,900~ with which they airman, a point of order· ing this amendment I hope to im'(Jrove 
hoped to provide a minimum of the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman , the bill. When the vote comes on the 
technical services required by the Gov- will state it. amendment, I shall ask for a standi~g 
ernment in the administration of an Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. vote on the amendment. 
industry which in 1946 had a gross pro- Chairman, I wish to I'eserve the point of I wish to direct your attention to page 
duction value of $8,900,000,000. They order first in .order that I may get some · 45 and to those lines to which the amend
are asking the. Government to spend information before I make' the point of · ment refers. ·These lines, though in the 
!our-tenths of 1 percent of. that .sum ori . _prder finally, and that is with respect• to· "•form of a limitation, change tlie basic. 
these IJlost essential governmental .ac· .the l~ngu~ge which app~ars at the bot-· · law of theJ~nq.. aJ:ld the prQ~equr~ w~~ch 
tivities which keep the Government ad· tmn: of pag~ 51, which reads as follows: has been in operation for 40 or 50 years. 
vised as to conditions within the indus- Provided further, That the contract au- This amendment does not provide for 
try and ·to provide the leadership essen· thorization of $15,000,000 contained in the additional sums of money. This lan
tial to keeping that industry alive and Interior Department Appropriation Act, fis- guage in the bill for the first time this 
healthy, This compared with the ap. cal year 1946, is hereby reduced to $9,750,000. year says that the Federa.l Government, 
proximately 5 percent the Government My_ point of order, Mr. Chairman, is the Geological Survey, sha~l not investi
spends on similar activities in Agricul- that that is legislation amending a prevl- gate unders:round waters m the United 
ture-, yet the Appropriations Committee eus act -· and not within the purview of t• State~ -b~ either. a cooperative or -~on
proposes to cut. that relatively· -meager . this bHI making appropriations_ for· fiscal ,. . cpoperat~r~ me~od. . Read theJ~nguage~ 
sum from approximately $35;000;000 to 1948. It constitutes leg-islation on an r carefullY. Yet, during: ·aU .the.,~ustory .of·. 
$20,000,000, a ·reduction of 43 percent. appropriation -bill for it 'destroys existing the Geological Survey· of more· than .. 40 · 

The various governmental agencies of . legislation. or 50 years th~ agency has been domg_ 
this country which utilize these services · Before~! make the point -Of order, may just that_; an~ if we are going to_ change 
collect in -exces.s of $500,000,000 annually I. ask the -chairman of the committee th~t policy, It o_ug~t to be qone by a 
in taxes directly. from this industry. what the reason·is.for:carrying·that Ian- ._ I_egislative comm1ttee. . . 
Wh~t -business today could exist if it ~spent glJ,age? I feel that the c;lev.elopment of ·': As 1~ member of th~ Con:~nuttee on.Ap
less-than ·6 percent of its net tncotit~ on ,the synthetic liquid fuel program is very' . propr1ations, rhave sometimes been em
its statistical anctresearch ·activities? · essential to national defense and is.prob- barrassed ·by the efforts of some mem-

The budget estimates 'were prepared by ably the cheapest money we can spend in bers on rare occasions to more or less 
a group of engineers which comprise the that direction. abolish other committees of the C~ngress 
two bureaus, who as a profession are tra- · Mr~· JONES of Ohio. The purpose of and arrogat~ to themselves t~e I:Ight to 
ditionally co~servative. These people this language is to limit the amount to pass legislatlOD;· So I am. gomg to ask 
state that the estimates were . based on be expended further on this project to you to vot~ ~1th me agamst this un
what the two bureaus felt they could ac- the authorization provided in the basic h~a.rd of llm1tat1on which would .Pro
complish -economically in face of a short- ·act: !ncother words, the amount remain..:- hi.bJt o_ur ,.Government -tro~ - !nv:st1gat- - .-
age of engineering talent and not by any ing after this ·appropriation will be the · ing unde~ground. water. . ·· . . 
means what they felt-sho.W.d.be done ,in. amount of $9,750,000, and will tte. the en- · .. ·-I cannot;ima;gme.any civilized nation 
a field which'was seriously-left' behind in· tire · appropriation to the basic authoii- in· the· world ·today-that- wmrlc:t pass a 
these activities during the war. zation. · · - · · · bill prohibiting _its government from in;. 

The mineral industries provide the' · . vestigating underground water. Do you 
basic resources on which virtually our en- Mr. CASE,of South _Dakota. What .was know th~t of the 12,000 cities of the 
tire industrial economy is based. The the re~son, then, for the in~rease .of the United States, 8,600 ·of them use under
enormous drain on these resources .. dur- .. authorlZat,~pn to $~5.0QO,OOO in the act of ground water in one form or another, 
ing the war years left the industry in. a 1946 an~ e~~abhshment of contract and yet we have here today a proposal 
position where today it is unable-through . auth<?r~ty ~ - · · which would prohibit the 'study of under.:. 
drastic . production combined with all Mr. JONES of Ohio. That was to tie ground water. · That is unthinkable and 
available imports to meet many of the the ~ppropriation to the $30,000,000 au- it is ridiculous. ·I feel it must have been 
basic requirements of our manufactur- thonzation. inadvertently added by the committee. 
ing industries. We cannot measure the Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. I am most confident that the committee 
enormous loss to our economy with its ac- Chairman, having introduced a bill which will go along in deleting this legislation, 
companying tax income resulting from seeks to accomplish about that v~ry which has no place whatever in an ap
the reduced production caused by the thi,ng, I am constrained to ~~ke ~~~ pomt propriation bill. 
present shortage of these materials. 0~ order and do make the point .~f order. I yield to the -gentleman- from Ne-

The activities of, these. two bureaus can ' The _CHAIRMAN. '· Does-··the .gentle .. · braska [Mt-.-euRTmi, anti: r-··know there 
do more. to assure a healthy .economy by ~an from Ohio desire to be heard on the are many otlier Members from the West, 
the improvement of production in our point of order? . . North, and South who lindoubtediy feel 
basic mineral resources than virtually Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr . . Chairman, as he does arid as I do. · 
any other Government activity. The pol- the only purpose of the- language is to. - Mr. CURTIS:· ' l shall support .this 
icy of cutting. these budgets as · proposed limit the amount appropriated over all to amendment because it deals with some· 
by the Appropriations Committee in this · the $30,000,000 authorization. ·- It ·seems ·thing very vital-to the health and wealth 
case is unquestionably one of unsound ·. to me. it is merely a restatement o.f- the · of the country. The- total expenditure 
business practice. The full request should basic law and clearly in order urider the does not amount to very-much. 
be restored to the budget. Holman rule because on its face it saves Mr. MAHON. I thank the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on money. for his statement. I am not concerned 
the amendment offered by the gentle- The CHAIRMAN. This language with the expenditure at this moment. 
man from New York. changes a contract authorization con- I am concerned with principles and with 

The amendment was rejected. tained in a previous appropriation bill policies, and I hope and trust that the 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, passed by another Congress. The Chair Members will not go so far as to prohibit 

I ask '\ln~nimous consent that the re· su.stains the point of order. the-investigation of underground water 
mainder of the bill be considered as read Are there any further points of order for the people in a civ111zed country that 
and that all portions thereof be subject to be made to the bUl? If so, they will · has a 140,000,000 population and whose 
to amendment and to points of order. be taken up first since it will be too late health and well-being are greatly af· 
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fected by· the Nation's water resources. 
That provision must not remain in this 
bill; and if it does, the House will have 
made itself ridiculous. 

I yield to my colleague the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. WORLEY. I agree with every
thing that the gentleman from Texas has 
said. I would like to add further that 
this is the most unreasonable and absurd 
limitation that I ever have seen in an 
appropriation bill since I have been here. 

Mr. MAHON. I thank the gentleman. 
What did the Government do in lo

cating · military camps and industrial 
plants that helped enable us to win the 
war? We got the facts as to water, be
cause water is basic in any city or any 
industry. Where did we get it? From 
the United States Geological Survey that 
has been assembling these records ·for 
50 years. Yet we propose to abolish this 
program of the Government and pro
hibit basic information from being se
cured. This would break the continuity 
of those records as to water in your State 
and my State and throughout the Na
tion. I do not think anything more 
need be said in regard to the validity of 
this motion to strike out this thing 
which has no place in an appropriation 
bill anyway, because it is purely a legisla
tive matter. 

I trust that the able gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. JoNESJ will accede to the 
amendment I have offered. 
···The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. MAHON] bas 
expired. 
· Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I ask unanimous consent that all de
bate on this amendment and all amend
ments- thereto close in 10 minutes, the 
last 3 minutes to be reserved to the com
mittee. 
· The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair
man, I rise to support this amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MAHON]. 
If you will refer to the hearings on page 
833, Mr. Paulsen, who was the principal 
witness, mad!! this statement: 

The Federal ground-water program 1s nec
essary to supplement the cooperative inves
tigations of the Nation's valuable und~l'
ground basins and obtain the greatest ben
efits. from it. It assures well-balanced 
studies, especially in the Interstate basins 
where cooperative programs by the several 
States are not uniform and where critical 
w,a.ter problems exist. 

Let me call attention that this is wiP
ing out a function that has been in ex
iste!lce since 1931 by means of an appro
priation bill. It appropriates the sum of 
$2,578,680, but they cut out all of the 
ground-water activities, which is an im
portant part of this program. That same 
appropriation last year was $2,498,672. 
Of that amount, there was $1,620,000 
spent for ground-water work. Under 
this bill that is absolutely all cut out, 
whereas they have increased the appro
priation in the sum of $80,000. -The most 
important part . of this appropriation 
should be-for ground-water control work. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNES] 
asked Mr. Paulsen this question: · 

Mr. JoNES. How much of the entire gaging 
stream program, as distinguished from the 
ground-water program, is charged to Federal 
service for Federal purposes as distinguished 
from State purposes and States uses in the 
1947 fiscal year? 

Mr. PAULSEN. I think that 1s fairly well 
shown in our justification. Of the total 
amount of this year's gaging stream funds, 
aggregating roughly $2,500,000, $1,620,000 is 
earmarked for cooperation with States and 
municipalities. 

This is not asking for an increase. We 
are not asking for one cent increase, but 
we do ask that you let this amount go in 
for its proportionate share of the ap
proDriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expi:;.·::d. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. LARCADEJ. 

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment strikes out lines 12 and 13 
and part of line 14, on page 45, the lan
guage stricken from the bill reading as 
follows: 

ProVided further. That no part of the funds 
appropriated in this paragraph shall be used 
for cooperative or noncooperative ground
water activities. 

This section under Geological Survey 
formerly provided for the Geological Sur
vey to perform its share of general 
water resource investigations of the 
United States which includes every State 
in the Union, and from time immemo
rial this service has been of invaluable 
help and assistance to many of the 
States. and the precedent had been es
tablished that, as provided for in many 
other activities of the Government which 
inure to the benefit of the locality and 
the country generally, the Government 
contributes 50 percent of the cost of such 
projects. 

In the present bill under consid
eration, it is provided that the Govern
ment cannot contribute 50 percent of the 
cost of these investigations, but it even 
provides further that no part of the 
funds appropriated under this section 
shall be used for cooperative or nonco
operative ground-water activities, which 
as a matter of course, prevents the in
vestigation of the subJect completely. 
The bill not only prohibits any contri
bution from the Geological Survey for 
this important work, but, as I under
stand the prohibition, the Department is 
inhibited from any activity entirely, com
pletely, and forever. 
· Of course, the · amount which was 

formerly appropriated for this activity 
has been reduced by $845,000, and that 
should probably kill the program of it
self; however, if no funds are provided 
for this purpose in this bill today, it may 
be possible to obtain some appropriation 
later, and what we seek is to remove the 
prohibition of the opportunity of the 
Department from forever participating 
in this important activity and· to ·make a 
contributi(}n of at least 5() percent of the 
costs, the same amount usually eontrib
uted by the Government of like programs 
of public necessity. · 

Every State in the Union is affected by 
this prohibition in·this section, and many 

of the States have programs of investiga
tions of ground-water problems under 
way at this time. . 

One of the industries which is inter
ested and affected by the elimination of 
the established participation by the Gov
ernment in this subject is the rice in
dustry. While it happens that my dis
trict and State is the largest rice 
producing district and State in the 
Union, Arkansas, California, and Texas 
are vitally interested in this subject. The 
cultivation of rice requires that the lands 
be flooded with pure, clean water during 
the growing period, and one of -the 
sources of flooding is from deep wells 
which take their water from the ground. 
During the growing periods in the rice 
industry enormous quantities of water 
are required to flood the rice fields which 
are principally supplied by deep wells 
drawing water from the deep sands, and 
it is a known fact that the reservoir is 
being rapidly depleted, not only in my
State, but also in the other rice-growing 
States. . 

I am informed that the same condition 
prevails as to ground-water supply in 
other States, principally in California, 
Georgia, Florida, and other States, and in 
the entire United States. ' lis a matter 
of fact, the situation has become so acute 
in my district and State that I would like 
to read a short newspaper article in 
regard to this matter, and which states 
that there is at this time under way a 
survey in progress under the supervision 
df the Ground Water Division of the 
llnited States Geo!pgical Survey, the De
partment of Conservation and the De
partment of Public Works, and the 
article states: 
RICE AREA THREAT FROM GULF NOTED--SALT WA• 

TER INTRUSJON . ~AY HARM CROP, SAYS ODOM 

BATON RouGE, LA .• April16.-Indications of 
. salt water intrusion from the Gulf of Mexico 
into water-bearing sands supplying water for 
rice irrigation and for industrial uses in 
so:uthwest Louisiana have been discovered by 
geologists, Leo M. Odom, chief engineer of 
the department of public works, said today. 

If salt water is pumped from the sands into 
Louisiana rice fields, he declared, damn e to 
the rice crop might run into mllltons of- dol
lars. 

The intrusion, Odom added, is caused by 
the prolonged use of water wells and the re
sulting pressure in the sands, allowing seep
age from the Gulf. 

The chief engineer said that a survey of 
LoUisiana's ground water resources in the 
State's ~ice country and in the Lake Charles 
industrial area has been undertaken by his 
department in conjunction with the ground 
water division of the United States Geologi
cal Survey and the State department of 
conservation. 

Rice growers have had to abandon some of 
their water wells, Odom reported, because of 
reduced levels which resulted from heavy 
withdrawals of water for irrigation. 

The current survey is designed to deter
mine to what extent such water levels will 
be restored naturally after the heav}' de
mands of the irrigating season-April 
through August. 

He estimated that water withdrawals dur
ing the pumping season total more than the 
combined volume of water in Grand and 
White Lakes, Lake Arthur •. and other inland 
bodies of water in southwest Louisiana. 
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Use of stream water in rice irrigation, 

Odom· declared, is not now practicable be
cause seasonal differences make it insufll
cient and distance from rice areas make· its 
use too costly. ~ 

Another object of the survey, he added, is 
to try to make the use of stream water more 
practicable by construction of reservoirs 
which would provide a steady ·water supply 
and, in addition, recharge underground wa
ter-bearing sands. 

The chairman of the committee made 
an argument that the water table is 
lowering year by year-Central Valley of 
California. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. SMATHERS] is recog
nized for 3 minutes. · 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. Chairman, no
body can oppose this amendment on the 
ground of economy because it does not 
ask that any money be appropriated. 
Nobody can oppose it because they say it 
does not affect them, because it does af
fect everyone vjho sits on the floor of the 
House. It has to do with all the 48 
States. No one can say that it does not 
bother him because he does not live in 
a big or little city because, as pointed 
out by the gentleman from Texas ~Mr. 
MAHoN] 75 percent of the cities get their 
water from underground, · both large 
and small. So there is no reason at all 
to object to the· amendment as offered 
except this: The committee, as I under
stand it, recommends that this work be 
turned over to the cities. In other words, 
the cities from now on do their own drill
ing and the cities discover just where 
the water is and how much it is. 

The committee fails to realize that the 
underground water problem is not con
fined to city limits, not confined to-county 
limiL~ions, not ·limited even to States. 
In other words, the underground water 
basins and the underground water chan
nels cross State lines, cross county lines, 
cross city lines; and certainly it would 
be the height of folly to make an appro
priation which the· committee has; done 
for surface water survey and not do it 
for underground water surveys. They go 
hand in hand. Surface water eventually 
becomes underground water. To survey 
the surface water and not to survey 
ground water is to build the roof of a 
house and not the foundation. 

In most of the coastal areas it is a 
proven fact that they are using so much 
underground water from some particular 
areas that salt water is seeping in and 
ruining everything. 

It is possible under the proposed plan 
of the committee that one city, we will 
say, distant 25 miles from another may 
pump so much of the underground water 
as to leave the other city without any. 
Obviously, that sort of situation should 
not happen again. 

For 50 years the Federal Government 
has appropriated money to these surveys. 
But it has always made underground and 
surface water surveys jointly. We must 
continue this beneficial and useful prac. 
tic e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has ex.pired. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNES] 
is recognized for 2 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would. take away a pro
vision in the bill which puts the respon.
sibility ·for g:rounci water work upon the 
States. 

At a time when the United States 
Government is operating under a $260,-
000,000,000 debt many of the States find 
themselves, as a result of their tax poli
cies during the war year, with huge sur
pluses on their hands, piled up during the 
time that Uncle Sam was spending the 
money to get the guns, the planes, the 
tanks, the ammunition to ourselves and 
to om.· allies. Is it unfair to require that 
instead of the States paying 50 percent 
of the cost they shall pay it all? My 
own State of Ohio is in there for a con
siderable sum of money. Ohio has a 
hundred-million-dollar surplus. Can
not we afford a $100,000 expenditure for 
our ground-water survey? 

My goodness! -Can we not stop the 
48 States from coming to the Federal 
Government and asking for every kind 
and manner of service? It has been 
going on for a number of years, and 
every year it gets larger, larger, and 
larger. In addition to ground water 
surveys, the gaging of streams is 
involved. 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield for one 
question? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. ·Is not the 
doctrine the gentleman is now preaching 
applicable to every donation that the 
Federal Government makes? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. No. This is just 
one donation. I think the States can 
well afford to pay. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of OhiQ. I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Is it not a fact the 
gentleman's · amendment does not call 
for any more money than has already 
been appropriated? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The money has 
got to come from some place. You are 
creating an impossible situation. You 
are going to have to take it off the gag
ing stations, you are going to have to 
raise the ante when we go to the Senate, 
and that is not quite the fair way to do 
the job. Let us face the issue squarely. 
The States can afford to pay the $800,-
000 that the Federal Government has 
been paying cooperatively for ground 
water surveys. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MAHON 1. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. MAHON) there 
were-ayes 92, noes 152. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the b111 and all amendments to the 
bill be limited to 30 minutes. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, I ob
ject. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I move that all debate on the bill and 

all amendments' thereto, and amend
ments to amendments, be limited to 30 
minutes. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Does that mean 
that we are limited to 30 minutes on the 
remaining 30 or 40 pages of the bill or to 
3o minutes on each section of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not 
advised as to the exact number of pages. 
The Chair did state what the mot~on 
was. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, 
may we ask that the motion be repeated? 

'!'he CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
from Ohio repeat his motion? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I move that all debate on the bill and 
all amendments thereto, and amend
ments to amendments, be limited to 40 
minutes. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of trder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that the motion may 
eliminate the possibility of debate on 
an amendment or amendments to 
amendcents; therefore, until it is deter
mined how many amendments there are 
the motion is subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be 
constrained to overrule the point of 
order because by unanimous consent the 
further reading of the bill was waived. 

The question is on the motion offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JONES]. -

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all amendments 
be made available to the Chair and that 
the time be divided between each 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
Amendment offered by Mr. JENKINS of 

Pennsylvania. Page 50, lines 14 and 15, 
after the words "Anthracite Research Labo
ratory," in line 14,· strike out the words "at 
Schuylkill Haven, Pa." and ·Insert in place 
thereof the words "in accordance with the 
provisions of Public Law No. 812, Seventy
seventh Congress, second session, approved 
December , 18, 1942." 

Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, the amendment I have of
fered relates to the provision locating 
the Anthracite Research Laboratory in 
a parti<;:ular spot. The basic act author
izing the establishment of the laboratory 
left in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior where the laboratory 
should be located. He exercised that dis
cretion with the aid of a committee of 
able and disinterested people. He lo
cated it iii the city of Hazleton in Lu
zerne County, Pa. Thereafter, after that 
had been publicly announced, this sub
committee attempted to change that lo
cation and place it within the district 
of a member of the subcommittee. I ad· 



1941 CONGRESSIONA~ RECORD-.HQ~SE 4101 
dressed myself to that question yesterday. 
In his speech the gentleman from Massa-

. chusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK} yesterday 
stated that he was sorry that this had 
risen to the stage of a controversy be
tween two Members of Congress as to 
distribution of patronage. I say that it 
has risen beyond that stage, it has risen 
to the stage of whether or not this Con
gress is going to permit an individual 
Member of the -Congress to utilize his 
position as a member of a subcommittee 
to coerce the Secretary of the Interior 
into disobeying the plain provisions of the 
act under which he is operating, and 
whether or not it is going to permit such 
Member to utilize that position in order 
to further his own private interests. 

Yesterday the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania · said that be was not 
interested in where this went. If that 
be so, then it resolves itself merely into a 
case of a feud between himself and the 
SecretarY of the Interior whi~h the Con
gress ought not to sustain. I say that 
in all justice and all fairness to the peo
ple of my district the amendment should 
be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the ·gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. FENTON]. 

Mr. PENTON. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all I would like to state that I regret very 
much that my friend from Luzerne 
County saw fit to make a personal at
tack on me yesterday in his attempt to 
gain support for his opposition to the 
rule. 

I am grateful for the decisive manner 
in which this House responded to such 
unjustified action upon the part of the 
gentleman from Luzerne. 

What this amendment proposes to do 
in eftect is to nullity the provisions of an 
act of Congress, and to disregard the 
evidence which proved conclusively that 
the Secretary of the Interior refused to 
permit the Bureau of Mines' engineers to 
recommend the location for the Anthra
cite Research Laboratory, as provided in 
section 2 of Public Law 812 of the 
seventy-seventh Congress. 

This amendment woUld have the fur
ther effect of repudiating the Appropri
ations. Committee, the Rules Committee, 
and the action taken in the House yes
terday. 

In view of the fact that Congress_ has 
now been informed o:fficially by the 
Bureau of Mines' engineers, who . sur
veyed the sites available, that . they rec
ommended Schuylkill Haven, Pa., as the 
best and most desirable site for the 
laboratory; -we · ourselves ·would be guilty 
of ignoring the law by adopting such an 
amendment. 

I would .respectfully request my col
leagues of the House to uphold the pro
visions of the laws we pass by decisively 
rejecting this amendment, and at the 
same time demonstrate to one and all 
our faith in government by law instead 
of individual dictation. 
· Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I · 
offer a substitute amendment to the 
aniendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute amendment offered by Mr. 

KEATING to the amendment offered" by Mr. 

.J.amnfs of Pennsylvania: On page 50, strike 
out lines 13 to 21 inclusive~ · 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman~ I 
think the passage -of this substitute 
amendment would·be a very fine solution 
of the problem which has arisen here 
between two ·of our brethren. If we 
strike out this appropriation entirely we 
do two things. First, we resolve this 
unfortunate controversy· betwee'n two of 
our brothers regarding the location of 
this laboratory. and second, I know of no 
easier way to save half a million dollars. 

My interest in this was aroused by my 
good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
JENKINs] who served with me in India, 
but I do not find myself in complete har
mony with his viewpoint. · However, I 
think he has a considerable amount of 
merit in his position. . 

I :find that so far as bituminous coal 
is concerned, there Is no such laboratory. 
That is taken care ·of at Penn State, and 
I am informed, and if I have been incor
rectly informed one of these coal men 
will gladly set me straight, that both 
Lafayette and Lehigh colleges have of
fered ·to do the same thing for the an-

. thracite people and give them the space 
and equipment if they can have $1&,000 
for personnel to rtiri the place. Certain
ly, this seems a desirable solution. · I 
grant you it might be desirable to have 
this anthracite laboratory, but I serious
ly question whether it is essential. · If it . 
is not essential,~ ~arnestly ask the Com- . 
mittee to vote in favor of this substitute 
amendment. Certainly, the construction -
is not necessary at this · time. If we de
fer this, and that is all that is being done 
by striking out this provision, no harm 
will be done because we can get along 
another year without an anthracite 
laboratory to the tune of half a million 
dollars. -

Mr. FENTON. Mr·. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEATING. I am glad to yield to . 
the gentleman. · 

Mr. FENTON. The basic law saYs 
that the laboratory shall be placed in the 
anthracite region. Therefore, Lafayette 
and Lehigh colleges are out of the picture. 
Mr~ ·KEATING. My answer to the 

gentleman is that it is very simple to 
change the basic law if we can save half 
a million dollars by doing so. Schuylkill 
Haven where the gentleman wishes to 
place this, I am told, is not in the anthra
cite region either. If we can save half 
a million dollars by changing three words 
in the basic law. I am in favor cf doing 
that. 

Mr. FENTON. I am sure the gentle
man is misinformed about Schuylkill 
Haven being outside the anthracite dis
trict. 

Mr. KEATING. I understand it is 5 
or 6 miles outside the area. I would be 
delighted if this substitute amendment · 
could have the support of this body and 
earnestly urge that it be supportea. 

The C'HAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman_ has expired. · 

The question is on the substitute 
amendment o:lfered by the gentleJ'l)an 
from New York [Mr. KEATING) to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. JENKINS]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (d,emanded by Mr. KEATING) there 
were-ayes 89, noes, 62. 

Mr. F·ENTON. · Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers. · 

Tellers were refused. 
So the substitute ame:Qdment was 

agreed to. 
Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members de
siring to do so may extend their remarks 
on the bill at this point. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, it has 

been my obserVation that the National 
Park Service makes effective use of what
ever funds the Congress sees fit to pro
vide to it. I believe also that its requests 
for funds are well thought out and mod
erate. -

The Appropriations Committee has 
acknowledged that the Service this year 
will probably be called upon to take care 
of a greater number of visitors even than 
last year, when they totaled nearly 21,-
600,000-more than ever before. I am 
sure that any Members who visited any 
of the parks last year must certainly 
have noted the tremendous load that the 
rangers and other members Qf the park 
staffs were compelled to carry. They 
did their jobs with cheerfulness and good 
will, but they had too much to do. So, 
I feel. did those employees whose work 
is not so readily observable-those who 
work in the offices of the Park Service 
and whose functions also are necessary. 
There is a pressing need for additional 
personnel. They are needed if the parks 
are to be preserved from the work · of 
vandals who last year did great damage 
in many park areas despite the best 
efforts of an overWorked and under
manned park staff. And they are needed 
to perform the basic services that the 
American people have a right to expect 
when they visit their great park system. 
It has been said that every American 
has 2 acres and a brook that he can 
call his own, somewhere in our many 
parks and monuments. This is a heri
tage that should be preserved and main
tained to the best of our ability, not only 
for this year's visitors ·to· the park but for 
fUture generations as well. In order to 
do this the park staffs need more men. 

To meet this situation, the committee 
has decided on an increase of $25,000 so 
that additional seasonal employees may 
be hired-an obviously inadequate sum 
for the performance of the tasks imposed 
upon the Park Service. 

The budget item for roads, trails, and 
physical improvements was $5,000,000. 
If these activities are to be taken care of 
at all, it is imperative that the $1'1,622,000 
frozen by Presidential order be released. 
Otherwise, the committee has recom
mended only $2,600,000 for use on the 
roads, trails, and physical improvements, 
of which only $1,750,000 will be available 
for roads and trails. This amount will 
not even meet the cost of needed repairs 
and maintenance on existing roads and 
trails, for which the engineers of the 
Park Service and the Public Roads Ad
ministration estimate that $2,500,000 is 
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required. We all know that many na
tional park roads, especially in the high 
mountain areas of the West, suffered se
vere deterioration during the war when 
the Service was unable to maintain 
them. They have never been brought 
back to good condition. 

A letter I received a few days ago from 
the president of the Bozeman, Mont., 
Chamber of Commerce points up this 
situation by calling attention to the seri
ously poor conditions of the 2U-mile 
stretch of United States Highway No. 19J 
which traverses Yellowstone National 
Park. He writes: 

The substandards of the Yellowstone Park 
section and the lack of surfacing in extended 
stretches permits water to soak into the road 
bed, creating a quagmire and making the 
highway impassable during the wet periods 
of the year. At other seasons the highway is 
so rough that many guests are humiliated 
and enraged by breaking axles, springs, and 
drive shafts on their cars. 

This refers to a stretch of national 
highway within the park. There are 
other places in Yellowstone and Glacier 
Parks, which I visited a year ago, equally 
bad and in many cases actually danger
ous. They should be repaired or closed. 
Unfortunately, many of them are main 
arteries of trafiic which cannot be closed. 

I do not believe that the people of this 
country are willing to see the great na
tional parks deteriorate because of the 
lack of the small sums requested in the 
Park Service budget estimates. I am cer
tain, however, that this bill does not con
tain sufficient funds to permit proper op
eration of the parks, and I hope that the 
amounts requested can be restored so 
that the job may be done. 
THE IRON AND STEEL RESEARCH PROGRAM OF THE 

BUREAU OF MINES 

Mr. ENGLE of California. Mr. Chair
man, in connection with the Bureau of 
Mines' program to develop metallurgical 
processes for the more effective use of 
low-grade ores, funds were provided for 
the establishment of pilot plants in vari
ous strategic areas of the United States 
to demonstrate the effectiveness of utiliz
ing raw-material resources of those areas 
in the production of high-quality steels 
and other ferrous alloys. It was fully 
realized that the princ1pal iron-produc
ing region of the United States, the 
Mesabi Range, was rapidly being de
pleted and immediate consideration of 
alternate raw materials was essential. 

These investigations were to be car
ried out in pilot plants at Redding, 
Calif.; Boulder City, Nev.; and Laramie, 
Wyo. Alloying elements, such as cobalt, 
chromium, and manganese, produced at 
Boulder City, Nev., and sponge iron from 
Laramie, Wyo., were to be tested on a 
semicommercial scale in order to 
demonstrate the feasibility of establish
ing an alloy steel industry based on 
marginal and submarginal raw ma
terials. 

The Central Valley region of Cali
fornia represented an especially promis
ing area for the evaluation of these 
Bureau of Mines' developed processes as 
adequate supplies of power, water, and 
raw materials were readily available 
and the industries of the west coast 
would provide a ready market for all 
ferrous alloy production. For this rea· 

son an experimental electric furnace of 
4-ton capacity was constructed at Shasta 
Dam near Redding, Calif., at an approXi
mate cost of $150,000. 

This entire development is now 
threatened by the recommended reduc
tion in funds of the metallurgical re
search and . pilot plant appropriation 
of the Bureau of Mines by 62% percent. 
It will be necessary to close completely 
the Laramie, Wyo., plant, shutting off 
the only large-scale domestic source of 
sponge iron and in addition seriously 
curtail the cobalt, chromium, and man
ganese work at Boulder City. Redding, 
only recently completed, will be able to 
operate a relatively small fraction of the 
year and at greatly reduced scale. The 
annual cost of operating the Redding 
ferroalloy pilot plant is $iOO,OOO; the 
Laramie sponge-iron plant, · $105,000; 
and the three Boulder City pilot plants, 
$278,000. It is fals~ economy to deny 
amounts such as these when the sig
nificance of the results is one of national 
concern. 

This is not t;b.e entire effect of tl?.e 
recommended reduction. · Alloy studies 
on titanium at Salt Lake City, Utah, of 
vital concern to the armed forces, will 
be curtailed. This new metal, produced 
in usable form in large quantities only . 
by the Bureau of Mines, is twice as strong 
as steel, half as heavy, and is believed 
to be the answer .to the exacting require
ments of new jet aircraft. Present de
mand by the Navy alone exceeds fabri
cating capacity. 

Zirconium is one of two known struc
tural metals with corrosion resistance to 
hydrochloric acid, and the indicated re
duction in funds will stop all construc
tion on the new Albany, Oreg., pilot 
plant. This metal, occurring domesti
cally, is the only substitute for tantalum, 
an imported commodity of limited world 
supply. 

The research program of the Bureau 
of Mines was expanded during World 
War II primarily because the impor
tance of its functions was immediately 
recognized and the restricted scale of 
p·rewar activity was acknowledged as in
adequate. Research cannot be accom
plished efiiciently or economically in 
time of national emergency even if we 
neglect the primary consideration of 
security. 

The conclusion to be reached is ob-
. vious, and the interest of national wel
fare and security cannot be neglected. 
Therefore, I strongly advise the budget . 
recommendation .of $1,600,000 be allowed 
to continue these vital pilot-plant 
st_udies. 
Investigation and development of domestic 

mineral deposits, except fuels 
BUREAU OJ' MINES 

Recommended Bureau of , the Budget ______________________ $1,600,000 

Recommended House Appropri-
ations Committee____________ 800, 000 

In-August 1939, just before the begin
ning of the war in Europe, Congress ap
propriated a limited amount of funds to 
the Bureau of Mines to investigate and 
develop domestic deposits of normally 
imported minerals that it was known 
would be in short supply in case of war. 
That was the beginning of the strategio 

minerals program. At that time the ores 
of seven metals were :known to be 
strategic. 

Legislative provision was made for the 
activity by the Strategic Materials Act
Public, 117, Seventy-sixth Congress. 
Last year, the Seventy-ninth Congress 
reiterated its direction to the Bureau of 
Mines by Public, 520. Section 7 (a) of 
this act provides that-

The Secretary of the Interior, through the 
Director of the Bureau of Mines and the 
Director of the Geological Survey, is • • • 
directed to make scientific, technologic, and 
economic investigations concerning the ex
tent and mode of occurrence, the develop
ment, mining, preparation, treatment, and 
utilization of ores and other mineral sub
stances • • • which are essential to 
the common defense or the industrial needs 
of the United St ates, and the quantities or 
grades of which are inadequate from known 
domestic sources. 

This is not merely an authorization; 
it is a specific direction to the Interior 
Department to get on the job. 

As I have said, in 1939, the ores of 
seven metals were known-to be str"ategic, 
Congress soon recognized that even for 
developing ores of these seven metals the 
original appropriation was woefully in
adequate. In 1940 and 1941, therefore, 
$1,500,000 per year were appropriated for 
this purpose. 

Today, the Army:-Navy Munitions 
Board tells us, the ores of 50 metali! and 
minerals are strategic and critical. If 
we are to be prepared for a national 
emergency, we must stock pile quantities 
of these metals and minerals to tide us 
over the period of gearing our industry 
to emergency levels. If we are to be able 
to speed up our production of metals and 
minerak to emergency levels, we must 
have, in addition to stock J::iles, an ade
quate supply of known domestic deposits 
of every strategic mineral it is possible 
to find. If there are none to find in some 
commodities, we must know that in ad
vance so that additional stock piles or 
substitutions may be provided. 

The ina~equacy of our known domes
tic resources of certain commodities is 
such that shortages are feltin .our peace
time economy now that the war has been 
over almost 2 years. Congress . recently 
has taken action to remove the tariff on 
copper in order to bring in sufficient 
peacetime supply. I doubt that a pros
pective enemy would care whether or not 
we had a tariff if he could cut off our 
supply of copper. We must look to our 
own resources if we are to be in any sense 
secure. 

One of the most critical shortages at 
present is in lead in spite of a compara
tively high price. You are well aware of 
this situation if you have tried to buy a 
storage battery lately. Lead, of course, 
is on the list of the Army-Navy Muni
tions Board for stock piling.- But how 
are we to accumulate a stock pile when 
we cannot obtain sufficient lead for our 
current demands? There is no other 
way but to develop our own domestic de
posits. 

There is little room for argument that 
the Bureau of Mines has done an excel
lent job since it began its strategic 
mineral program ip 1939. There is little 
room for argument that the program 
should continue. The only argument 
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seems to be at to the scale on which the 
job should be done. The wartime peak 
for this activity was more than $8,000,000 
per year. The appropriation for the 
current fiscal year is $1,700,000. The 
budget estimate for next year is $1,600,-
000-less than 2'0 percent of the peak fig
ure. The estimate was pared to a mini
mum; it is no more than was considered 
essential prior to the war. My own feel
ing is that at least $5,000,000 per year 
should be provided for this purpose. 

The Appropriations Committee rec
ommends that .the budget estimate be 
cut in half, that only $800,000 be appro-

. priated for this activity that is known 
to be absolutely vital to our national 
security. I urge that the minimum 
amount submitted in the budget esti
mate be appropriated. If the recom
mended cut is allowed to stand, we shall 
soon be lapsing into the somnolence and 
indifference toward national security 
that prevailed during the 1920's. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
this afternoon a great deal of discussion 
centered around the $3,865,000 decrease 
from the budget estimate of $11,865,000 
for the education of Indians. This .is 
almost $3,000,000 less than was appro
priated last year. As the Members of 
Congress must realize, this is for educa
t ion of Indians on reservations where 
they are denied State aid. The lands 
in these areas are tax exempt and do 
not provide revenue for school functions. 
There is no manner by which these 
schools for Indians can acquire any Fed
eral funds by matching. What we ap
propriate here are the only funds avail
able for these purposes. 

Although the costs of education have 
risen sharply along with other costs of 
living, intelligent people recognize that 
education must be an expanding pro
gram. Education, though it will cost us 
more per pupil, must not be denied to 
any group because of race, creed, belief, 
or sta.tus of life. 

One of the primary contentions of 
this great democracy of ours is· that the 
freedoms of which we so often speak 
are closely interrelated with the processes 
of education and development of the 
mind. We attribute a great deal of our 
military, social, and economic strength 
to our system of free education. We do 
not contend, as did Hitler, that ours is 
a master race; but we do believe that 
our peoples have had greater opportu
nities to develop than have the citizens 
of most nations of this world. A free 
people is an informed people. Educa
tion is the basic channel of information 
and knowledge. 

This bill would attempt an economy of 
some $3,000,000 in education at home, but 
Congress will probably vote for $350,-
000,000 for foreign relief next week, and 
will probably follow the Senate in vot
ing $400,00,000 for Greece and Turkey. 
These funds are designed to aid other 
countries of the world in their reach for 
freedom. It seems undesirable to me 
at this time to attempt to effect so 
great an economy here. 

Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Chairman, · this 
proposal to cut nearly $139,000,000 from 
the 1948 budget of the Department of 
Interior-a reduction of 47 percent-is 
but the latest of a series of unsound and 

irresponsible actions sponsored . bY· the 
Republican majority. The a,epublican 
approach to every issue which has been 
debated in the Eightieth Congress, · has 
reflected a callous disregard to the needs 
and interests of the American people, 
and has indicated the adherence of the 
Republicans to the reactionary rock
ribbed philosophy of the 1920's. The Re
publican policy regarding every issue
whether it be rent control or conserva
tion, taxation or labor legislation-has 
been the back-to-normalcy depression-
causing policy. _ 

This proposed reduction in the appro
priations for the Interior Department 
bears no relationship to sound public 
finance or genuine government economy. 
Economy in government means the lim
itation of expenditures to the amounts 
needed to achieve the desired objectives 
in terms of public service. I am most 
certainly in favor of this kind of economy. 
But the Republican version of "economy" 
is the haphazard· and indiscriminate 
slashing of the budget without regard for 
the effect of such slashes or for the rela
tive importance of one function to 
another. 

The various items in the budget of the 
Department of Interior have been de
bated for 2 days, and I doubt whether 
I would be able -to throw any additional 
light on the subject. Before a vote on 
the bill is taken, however, I would like 
to point out some of the undesirable 
implications of this short-sighted pro
posal, and its effects on my own district 
in particular. · 

For example, let us take the proposed 
$4,377,980 reduction in the appropria
tions ·of the Fish and Wildlife Service. 
What will this slash mean to the people 
in my district? The result will be that 
the Lester River fish hatchery, which 
was recently closed along with 16 other 
similar stations, must remain closed per
manently because of lack of funds. This 
slash also means that the research and 
investigative activities of the Fish and 
Wildlife Service must be curtailed, ar;1d 
its conservation w'ork reduced in volume. 
Thus we see that the Government serv
ices needed to build up the stock of food 
and game fish for the enjoyment of 
sportsmen and the benefit of commercial 
fishermen are drastically reduced for 
the sake of a couple of million dollars. 
This type of false economy is bound 
to result in irreparable harm to the fish
ing industry, and the wildlife resources 
of northern Minnesota. 

Another example of this same short
sighted approach to Government finance 
is found in the proposed $5,850,125 re
duction in the appropriation for the 
Bureau of· Mines. ~ such a slash is a direct 
blow to our efforts to develop the natural 
resources in northern Min:r ~sota. It is a 
well-known fact that the supply of high
grade iron ore on the Mesabi Range is . 
rapidly being depleted. To offset this 
diminishing supply of high-grade ore it 
becomes absolutely necessary to develop 
our .low-grade ores-taconite and peat. 
This development depends upon the con
tinuation of mineral-mining research 
and the improvement of more scientific 
methods. 

In cutting the appropriation for the 
Bureau of Mines, the Congress is reduc-

ing this type of research and investiga
tion at a very time that such services 
need to be -expanded. The future of the 
iron range depends upon the develop
ment of our ores-the stopping of re
search work by the Bureau of Mines is 
endangering this future. · 

I have mentioned these two examples 
to show how such indiscriminate budget 
cuts will have far-reaching effects upon 
specific industries in one congressional 
district. Multiply this end result by 
many districts and many industries, and 
one begins to recognize the full impact of 
this unwise proposal. One begins to 
realize what is meant by false economy. 

I have no choice but to oppose this 
short-sighted measure. This penny
wise and pound-foolish approach to 
Government finance will prove most 
costly in the long run. I maintain that 
the conservation of our natural resources 
is genuine economy. Making our natural 
wealth available, developing our mineral 
and fuel resources, keeping our lakes and 
streams stocked with fish and our forests 
with game-this is true Government 
economy, and an end which my col
leagues should be working to achieve. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
yesterday I addressed myself to the 
House of Representatives on various por
tions of the Interior appropriation bill 
now being considered. One phase which 
I particularly stressed was the elimina
tion of all items relating to ground-water 
activities of the United States Geological 
Survey. Before addressing this body, 
and since, I have received innumerable 
telegrams from the various municipali
ties in North Dakota who appreciate the 
value of this type of investigation. In 
my speech I indicated that the city of 
Fessenden, in the county of Wells, in 
my State of North Dakota, was saved 
$20,000. A few moments ago a letter 
arrived in my office from the city of Fes
senden, signed by the Honorable W. K. 
Taylor, mayor, and I learn that my figure 
of $20,000 was in error-! should have 
stated $60,000. . 

In order that the Members oLCon
gress may understand a practical ex
ample of the economy which can be 
gained by continuing this service, I sub
mit herewith, under the privilege of 
unanimous consent, the letter to which 
I have just I?-ade reference: 

CITY OF FESSENDEN, 
Fessenden, N.Dak., April 23, 1947. 

Hon. CHARLES R. ROBERTSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE ROBERTSON: It has 
come· to my ·attention that appropriations 
for the Ground Water Division of the United 
States Geological Survey, Department of In
terior, have been denied for the current 
year. 

Perhaps a word of appreciation of the 
city of Fessenden; N.Dak., might be in order 
as we feel that the work of the survey in 
collaboration with the North Dakota State 
water conservation commission was of the 
highest value to us. · 

During the summer of 1946, the United 
States Geological Survey, Ground Water Di
vision, conducted a water finding survey for 
the city. We had exhausted all local means 
over a period of several years 1n trying to 
locate an adequate water supply: This sur
vey by the Water Division resulted in their 
locating a wonderfully good source 7¥2 miles 
north of town. Thls is a saving of 8 miles 
as compared to the source we planned on 
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using which is 10% miles in the same. direc
tion. 

This saving of 3 miles means a s~ving of 
at least $60,000 in the construction of a pipe 
line. Recent bids for such construction run 
from $3.90 to $4.60 per line·ar foot for 8-inch 
cast iron pipe. This means much to a city 
of 1,000 population. · -

We in Fessenden hl1ve received this service 
and so have nothing further to gain, but feel 
the work of the water Division, United States 
Geological Survey, so valuable tha~ it would 
be a mistake to refuse the requested appro
priations,and so ·bar other communities from · 
this excellent and essential service. 

Best wishes and kind regards. 
Sincerely-, 

W. K. TAYLOR, 
Mayor. 

Mr.' MUNDT. Mr.· Chairman, I want 
to take jus·t a minute to call attention 
to a situation in · conne-ction with the 
Missouri River Basin development pro
gram which· is disturbing to the con
servation interests of my State, to· the 
members of our highly effieient game, 
fish, and parks commission, and, in 
fact, to conservationists in all of . the 
states in the. Great Basin development 
area. . 

This bill carries only $9,611,600 for the 
Reclamation Service to use in carrying 

· out the improvement work -hl the basin, 
and the subc·ommittee, it appears from 
reading their report (second paragraph, 
p. 20), has recommended that th_is 
money be available, with certain spe
cific exceptions., only for construction 
work. The committee has denied all 
funds requested for transfer to other 
bureaus for cooperative work. The fish 
and game resources of this area, to
gether with its unparalleled recrea
tional facilities, are of tremendous· im
portance, and the impoundments· must 
be carefully developed to protect · and 
promote these vital assets. Mr. Chair
man, it is my hope ·that as this legisla
tion received further consideration by 
the other body, by the conference com
mittee, and by this House when it re
turns for final passage that additional 
funds may be added to the $9,611,600 
herein recommended to permit the Flsh 
and Wildlife Service to carry on its 
studies jointly with the Bureau of Recla
mation and the United States Army 
Engineers Corps so· that this develop
ment program can proceed as a unit. 
I also · hope that the final report will 
eliminate the prohibition against the 
transfer of funds ·or that on page 70, line 
17, of this bill <H. R. 3123) the words 
"except the Missouri River Basin" may 
be eliminated from the legislation. 

The elimination of the cooperative 
studies by these bureaus, including the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, is a complete 
departure from previous satisfactory ar
rangements and is not in line with the 
revised Coordination Act which passed 

· the last session of this Congress. This 
act clearly places the responsibility for 
fish and game studies in connection with 
the basin development program with the 
Fish and Wildlife Service working co
operatively with the game departments 
of the respective States and the Recla
mation Bureau and Engineers Corps. 
Considerable progress in a. commendable 
direction has already resulted. This 
program must not be crippled or cur
tailed. The Appropriations Act we are 

now considering eliminates the funds for 
this purpose in the Missouri River Basin. 
I shall not press for an amendment to 
rectify this at this time but I call it to 
your attention to the end that we may 
make the necessary corrections in the 
remaining steps which lie ahead of this 
bill before the time it is voted upon for 
final passage after the other body of this 
_Congress has written , into this legisla- . 
tion the dictates of its own good judg-· 
ment. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE INFORMATION 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, the· ·National Park Service 
a~ked this year for the sum of $120,000 
for. printing and binding. · I am told 
t~at, of that sum, between $15,000 and . 
$18,000 would be required for what is 
known as a.dministrative i>rititing, the 
production of blank forms, ·stationer-y, 
tickets, a·nd other printed· JDa.tter that is 
needed in the orderly processes of ad
ministration. The balance would be de
voted to the publications of various kinds 
that are prepared and distributed by the 
Service. The committee has approved, 

- instead of $120,000,- an amount of '$62,-
500,. exactly the same as was appropri
ated for the same purpose last Y.ear. 

My office, arid I a~ sur.e many others 
have the same ~periEmce, has frequent 
occasion to refer inquir-ies to the National 
Park Service, including numerous re
quests- for literature. Because I know 
how important it is for the Service 'to be 

· able to provide accurate ·Jnformation to 
visitors and prospective visitors, I was 
moved to inquire as to. the effects of this 
reduction. Here are some of the things 
I found out: 

Approximately $46,000 was available 
for publications of all kinds during the 
present year, against estimates of need 
amounting to approximately twice that 
much. Many areas in the system now 
ha:ve no informational literature to give 
the visitor at all and will not ha:ve until 
the summer travel season is nearly over. 

Requests for literature now reaching 
the Director's office alone range from 
500 to 700 a day -and are increasing. At 
the beginning of the summer season last 
year, they frequently totaled more than 
1,500, and probably will again this year. 
This is in .addition to the much greater 
number of requests received by the super
intendents of the p~rks a11d ~onume~ts. 

The Service. _estimates that, with ap
proximately 22,000,000 visitors this year, 
they need about 6,000,000 pieces of in
formational literature. The cost of pro
viding this alone would be at least $75,-
000, quite possibly more. .The costs of 
paper and printing have increased great
ly during the past year. It is interesting 
to note that, on that basis, the cost per 
visitor would be less than three-eighths 
of a cent. 
. Hardly less important are the sales 

publications ·which the National Park 
Service has been issuing for many years. 
These give the really curious and inter-

··· ested visitor more detailed information 
about the wildlife, the plants, the. geol
ogy, and· the history of the areas in the 
system. ·. Ver.y . large quantjties of .these 
are sold; but they have to be produced 
first, and the initial cost of .production 
has to be met, not by the . Government 

Printing Office whi~h :sells theni, but by 
the National .Park Service; and it is from 
this printing and binding fund that the 
money must come. 

It seems to me mighty important that 
the people who visit the parks and mon
uments, and the people who are .not so 
fortunate as to be able to-, should know 
about them. · Every school child in the 
United States ought to know something· 
about them:-what they are, what they 
are for, .and how they are run. · A sound 
program of publications is probably · the 
best single means of making this pos.:. 
sible. I do not believe · that ·the amount 
requested in the budget is · in the· least 
excessive; probably somewhat more 
could be expended usefully. Because I 
believe the budget request was justified, 
I propose· at the proper time to offer an 
amendment to · increase the .National 
Park Service printing-and binding item 
to the sum of $120,000 . . 

Mr. GEA,RHART. Mr. Chairman, the . 
mapifested intention of the membership 
to pass the Interior Department supply 
bill without change convinces me that an 
effort .to amend the _provisions of the bill 

. relating . to the Central Valley project 
would be futile . . The spirit or, rather, the 
mantle of economy which has faUen over 
the Congress like a wet blanket would 
render the expenditure of any energy to 
that end less than useless. And I am not 
a bit happy over this cendition of affairs. 

But I cannot remain silent and not 
make known my discontent, for, in truth, 
the Congress; in this stubborn indiffer
ence to realities, is rendering a decided 
disservice, n9t only to the far West but 
to the entire country. A half completed 
project can be of service to no one. And 
that is where the Department of the In
terior Subcommittee on Appropriations 
will leave it-for many a year to come. 

When California's .able Governor jour
neyed across this vast continent to urge 
an appropriation of· $40,000,000 for the 
further development of the CVP it was 
the completion of the project within 
the foreseeable future-4 years-which 
impelled him to make the trip. Years 
have passed since the project was au
thorized and the construction job -is only 
half done. Forty million dollars each 
year for 4 years would finish the work
and the project would begin to pay it
self out, -return to the Treasury the vast 
sums that have been expended in its con-
struction. _ 

But no; an economy-minded and a 
very short-sighted subcommittee throws 
itself across the pathway, denies the sum 
that the friends of ·the project suggest 
and recommends the expenditure of the 
grossly inadequate sum of $6,900,000 
dur-ing the fiscal year of 1948. And an 
economy-minded House will accept this 
utterly indefensible recommendation 
hook, line and sinker. · 

Mr. Chairman, if the Congresses of the 
future do· not reverse this short-·sighted 
decision · and appropriate far greater 
sums during the days that lie ahead, a 
quarter of a century will roll by before 
the project will be completed and the 
reimbursement of the Federal · Govern
ment will begin. -If anything will reveal 
the utterly. absurd character of the pres~ 
ent day's policy of ·-the subcommittee, 
this ought to do it. - : 
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Though others may acquiese in the 

subcommittee's irrational economy poli.;. 
cies, I, for -one, intend .to keep up the 
tight, if not here, in another body where 
calmer reasoning ought to prevail. 

When I began this tight for Central 
Valley away back in 1935-and I drafted 
the original authorizing. legislation-it 
was not to see it finished when another 
generation . had grown to . manhood's 
estate, but in the hope .that those now· 
liv!ng might enjoy its blessings. But, 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
£Mr. JoNES], says 24 _ ye.ars is soon 
enough·, and I cannot · help but wonder 
if he does· not .think 'that even· that is 
too soon. ·., -

But enough of this. Let us· turn to 
another subject, ... to another project 
which suffers sim!larly from a stubborn 

·and upreasoning determination to effect 
economy, the realities notwithstanding. 

:MILLERTON LAKE RECREATIONAL AREA 
· The comrilittee's report on appropria
tions for the National Park Servkt·points 
out-: that · the committee considered a 
budget estimate' of $:3.72,000 for the ad
ministration, protection, . and . mainte
nance of recreational areas at Hoover 
Dam, Lake Texoma, and Shasta and Mil
lerton Lakes in California, and that it 
had allowed $197,000, or approxiL1ately 
half of the requested amount. These 
three recreational area projects-Shasta 
and Millerton Lakes being considered as 
one, though they are several hundred 
miles apart-are administered. by the 
Service under cooperative agreement 
with the Bureau of Reclamation, in the 
case of Hoover Dam and· Shasta and Mil
lerton Lakes, and with the Corps of Engi~ 
neers, in the case of L.ake Texoma. Mil
lerton Lake'is iil my· district; and I kiiQW 
something of the problems that result 
when a large area of water, usable for 
recreation, sudde:1Iy becomes available 
where no such thing existed before. 

I ask you to visualize what happens. 
Here is ·an inviting new lake. It has pos
sibilities for boating, fishing, swimming, 
and so forth. It is public, surrounded by 
publicly owned lands. The public not 
only wishes to use it for those purpos·es; 
it insists upon it. As the agency respon
siBle for it, the Federal Government can 
do just two things. It can say, "Go ahead 
and use it, but if you drown it is none of 
our concern; if things get unsanitary, 
that is too bad; if some people do not 
behave themselves, that is just too bad, 
too." 

Or it can decide that, since the public 
is bound to make use of it, it will make 
proper provision for such use. . It will 
start by planning its use intelligently; it 
will provide safe water supplies and 
proper sanitary facilities where they are 
needed; it '"Till build necessary roads; it 
will provide patrols for the surface of 
the lake and for the lands surrounding 
it; it will install proper life-saving equip
ment and people to use it; it will try to 
put in necessary facilities :where. nat
ural features of value will not be dam
aged or destroyed and where use will not 
cause destructive erosion. 

The first . picture .1. drew is not a pleas
ant one, yet so far we have not pro
gressed much beyond it. Hoover Dam 
Recreational Area has been in existence 
for a decade and it was possible tor the 
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National Park Service to install many 
improvements back in the days of 
emergency .employment; · probably .. the 
$91,000 allocated to it by the committee 
is adequate. . But $55,600 for Lake Tex
oma and . $50,000 for both Shasta· and 
Millerton . Lakes do not begin to be 
enough · for . the personnel to manage 
these areas. The budget estimate of 
$372,000 would provide for no extrava .. 
gant program of administration, pro
tection, and maintenance or excess of 
employees; considering t~e present con
ditions in two out of three of these proj
ects, . it · is. very , moderate. The full 
amount -should be r.estor~d and I intend 
later to whol-eheartedly support an · 
amendment cha~gil)g the item. of $197.~ 
09{) ftgure to $372,.00.0 w.hich.I am as.sured 
will ·be offered in the other, body, if not 
here . . ; . . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
. tt~e amendment as amended by the 
substitute. 
Th~ amendment as · amended · was 

agreed to. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. C.hairman, I offei· 

an amend~enk ., . _ . 
.The C_lerk reads as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MAHON: 
On page 44, . lines 23 and 24, strike out 

"$2,598,680" and· tn~e,rt "$3;530,000." 
On page 45, line 10, 'str1ke out "$1,570,000" 

and insert "$2,220,000." · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Had not this 
section been passed over before the limi
tation of debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. This had not been 
passed over and the amendment is in 
order. 

The gentleman from Texas is recog
nized. 

Mr. MAHON. 'Mr. Chairman, I shall 
not take much time of the Committee 
because I recognize that this amendment 
would riot accomplish the original pur
pose which I had fn mind, by reason of 
the fact that the amendment I offered 
a short time · ago was defeated. Of 

·course, to me it' is unthinkable that the 
Congress would prohibit the study of un
derground water in the United States. I 
cannot believe that such a thing will 
actually happen. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been especially 
interested in underground water studies 
in west Texas for many years. About 
1936 I was instrumental in getting such 
studies under way on the plains of west 
Texas, particularly in the shallow-water 
irrigation belt. But these studies have 
not been completed, though much help
ful information has been ass~mbled. 
This work in Texas has been done in co
operation with the Texas board of water 
engineers.- To stop this work would be a 
great mistake and fahe economy at its 
worst. But the importance of under
ground water studies is not confined to 
Texas. Every State in -the Union has a 
stake in underground water. There is 
hardly a community or city in the ·Nation 
that does not have a water problem. The 
Geological Survey assembles information 
and makes· it available to the public on a 
Nation-wide basis. A nation that is ig
norant of its underground water re-

sources is treading on thin ice. In the 
interest of national defense, public 
health, industry, and agriculture further 
information is required and the action of 
the House in defeating the amendment 
which I offered earlier in the afternoon 
was unwise, and it cannot be permitted to 
stand. I certainly hope that when this 
bill is put -in ,final form by the House and 
Senate it will contain a provision pro
viding for further and more detailed 
stt:Jdies of our . underground water re
sources. 

But 1 realize, Mr. Chairman, that this 
amendment now before us would not ac
complish the desired result, the amend
ment which I offered earlier in the day 
having been defeated. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment since none of the .money in 
the .·bill could be used for underground 
water studies on either a cooperative or 
noncooperative basis. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Js. there objection 
to the r~quest of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

. There was no objection. 
Mr. RoGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair· 

man, I offer an amendment. 
~e Clerk read as foilows: 
Amendment o1fei'e'd by Mr. RoGERS of 

Florida: On page 45, line 12, after the words 
"Provided further", in line 12; strike out the 
words "That no part" and insert · "not more 
than $400,000." 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair
man, I hope the membership will give me 
careful attention· because I am serious 
and earnest in this. I think it is just 
and I think it is right. · I hope the gen;. 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNEs] will listen 
to what I ~m trying to say; · 

I am only providing in this amend:. 
ment that the sum of $400,000 may b~ 
used for this ground-water work or 
ground-water cooperation. Last year 
there was spent $1,662,000. That was 
taken out of allotments to what is known 
as "gaging streams." As far as the ex
pense is concerned, the States take care 
of the g.aging of streams just as much as 
this other. Why should we make a dif
ference there? The Government asked 
the Appropriations Committee for $845,-
000. They go ahead and increase the 
appropriation all right, but they do no.t 
give the ground-water work anything. 
They say that ·ought to be done by the 
States. · Why should the other not be 
done by the States? It is a difference 
between tweedledee and tweedledum. 
There is not a bit of difference. 

The bill includes $2,578,600 for this 
purpose, an increase of $80,000 over the 
current year requirements. I find this 
in the report: "During the hearings on 
the bill careful investigation was made 

. into the expenditure of funds · for 
ground-water work. The committee was 
advised that a total of $845,000 was re
quested for 'that purpose." 

Now, this report is cutting out abso.
lutely all ground-water work, which is 
essential. I wish I could read you the 
report from the Army department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Florida. · 

The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MANAsco: On 

page 40, line .4, strike out "$302,285" and 
insert "$595,000"; also on page 50, in line 4, 
after the word "exceed", strike out "$80,000" 
and insert "$125,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Alabama is recognized for 2 min
utes. 

Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Chairman, I 
hope I do not meet with the same fate 
that my good friends from Pennsylvania 
met, because I think it would be very 
tragic if the committee were to decide 
to strike this appropriation altogether. 

Inasmuch as you have stricken from 
the bill the appropriation of $450,000 for 
the construction of the anthracite re
search laboratory, I think it is all the 
more important that we increase the ap
propriation for the Bureau of Mines for 
the purpose of testing fuels, including 
sampling, inspection, and analysis of 
fuels purchased by the Government for 
its various departments, and also the ap
propriation for the · fuel economy pro
gram. 

This year in my State of Alabama a 
gasification project of underground coal 
was undertaken by the Alabama Power 
Co. on their coal lands in cooperation 
with the. Bureau of Mines. The only ex
pense to the Bureau of Mines in this proj
ect was the furnishing of the personnel 
to observe the outcome. All the sci
entists, chemists, physicists, and experts 
were very much pleased, but we have not 
gone far enough. It is a most important 
matter that we. now take steps to con
serve what few natural resources we 
have left. 

Coal and lignite constitute 98.8 per
cent of the country's total fuel reserves. 
For the calendar year of 1946 the produc
tion .of bituminous coal and lignite in 
the United States was about 532,000,000 
tons. At an average price of $3.40 per 
ton at the mine, this production repre
sents a total value of $1,800,000,000, and 
the proposed appropriation of $302,285 
would mean that less than two one-hun
dredths of 1 cent for each dollar value 
of coal would be allowed. On that slen
der sum, the Bureau of Mines is being 
asked to provide its full testing se~vice 
and research functions relating to coal. 
These are basic services and their pri
mary objective is conservation. 

The Bureau of Mines functions in the 
public interest and maintains an inde.
pendent position with reference to con
flicting commercial interests. Its work 
is both constructive and pioneering, and 
this appropriation deals with improve
ment in the preparation, treatment, arid 
utilization of coal. .. 

A very important part of the Bureau's 
testing-fuel program is the sampling, in
spection, analysis, and evaluation of 
coal purchased for the many heating and 
power plants in Government installa
tions. For the year 1946 the coal pur
chased by the Government on contract 
and specification amounted to approxi
·mately $43,000,000. If this were the only 
function performed under this appropri
ation, the cost of determining compli
ance with contract specifications in Gov-

ernment coal purchases would amount to 
only seven-tenths of 1 percent of the cost 
of the coal. However, this is only one of 
the functions provided for under the 
testing-fuel appropriation. The fuel
economy service to Government agencies 
and boiler-corrosion work have consist
ently resulted in large savings to the 
Government in fuel utilization and re
duction in failure of Government heat
ing-plant equipment. Proposed reduc:.. 
tions in this appropriation will necessi
tate curtailment of these activities. 

The growth of population and indus
try and the in9rease of industry in the 
midwestern and Pacific areas have 
brought great demands on the Bureau 
for work on fuels in those sections of 
the country. These demands have, in 
part, been met in proportion to funds 
available. The work has been directed 
toward using local and lower-grade coals 
to conserve the more valuable and more 
suitable coals for production of coke of 
metallurgical quality. Much of this work 
has been basic and fundamental in -char
acter, as well as directed toward the 
greater and more effective use of subbitu
minous coals and lignites in the vast re
serves of the Western States. The ap
propriation for this essential work should 
be enlarged and not cut in the proposed 
drastic fashion. 

The proposed reduction in the testing 
fuel appropriation will make it impossible 
to operate the lignite gasification pilot 
plant at Grand Forks, N.Dak., a project 
designed to stimulate greater utilization 
of noncoking western coals. It will also 
result in the elimination of other planned 
work on drying and utilization of west
ern coals and 'will restrict the Bureau's 
work on these coals to a small amount of 
labor::j,tory work at the Golden station. 

The CHAIRMAN. The "time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman frotn Alabama. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MONRONEY: On 

page 54, line 3, after the semicolon, strike out 
"$579,000" and insert "$906,500." 

M,r. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, if 
it were not so important, I would not be 
bothering the House this late in the day. 
This amendment seeks to put back into 
the bill only $327,000 to continue at pres
ent work on important oil and gas stud- · 
ies at the petroleum experimental sta
tion at Bartlesville, Okla. This is not in 
my district. · 

The object in this oil and gas investi
gation is simply to try and increase the 
recoverable oil which will be. lost to fu
ture generations unless new methods of 
producing the residual oil in old wells are 
adopted. · 

In the testimony before the committee 
it was estimated by one of the witnesses 
from a State conservation authority that 
secondary recovery processes from this 
work in one big oil field alone would in
crease the recovery of oil by 25,000,000 
barrels. ·. · 

These are not fictitious figures; the 
possible recoveries are ·tremendous. We 

want to get all of the oil out of the 
ground. Experts now say at least 50 per
cent of the oil is wasted through aban
donment. 

The Government must help to find new 
ways and means of recovering this pre
cious oil, or otherwise it will be lost to this 
Nation forever. ' 

Great work has been done in the past 
by this work and experts engaged in it. 
If given the necessary funds to carry it, it 
will be done in the future. The only in
crease in money that this amendment 
will provide are the increases which the 
Congress itself has authorized, namely, 
increase. in pay and in-grade promotions. 
Only about $5,000 is in there for there ... 
pair of this plant. If this amendment 
fails, the work must be curtailed by about 
.40 percent. . 

Please; Mr. Chairman, and particularly 
those of you on the Republican side, I 
beg of you, let us not be penny-wise and 
pound-foolish so that we will lose untold 
millions in recoverable oil by the failure 
to ~pend a few pennies in order' by science 
and engineering and the devices to make 
it possible, to produce the oil that God 
has given us in the ground. 

I hope the Republicans, who have been 
shouting down all amendments, will not 
so unanimously oppose this one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Oklahoma [Mr. MoNRONEYl. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. MONRONEY) 
there were-ayes 82, noes 183. 

So ·the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. REDDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

. Amendment offered by Mr. REDDEN: Page 
59, line 10, after the word "Washington'' 
strike out "$3,350,000" and insert "$3,945,000." 

Mr. REDDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
listened with much interest to state
ments made by various Representatives 
from many of the Western States with 
respect to the effect of this appropriation 
bill on their section. it seems to be the 
consensus of opinion of those Repre
sentatives that if this bill is passed it 
will discontinue many important pend
ing projects and retard to a noticeable 
degree the economic progress of a large 
portion of the West. · 

One Representative· who was inter:.. 
ested in power projects and waterways 
indic.ated that the very life of many of 
the communities depended upon water 
to irrigate their soil, and if this bill is 
approved the necessary water will not 
be available to develop important areas. 

I have listened also to Representatives 
from almost every section of the country 
denounce the bill as being inadequate 
to meet the dire necessities of their com
munities and to preserve the status quo 
of many of our natural assets and re
sources. Likewise, have they told of the 
destruction that will be wrought in fail
ure to carry on proper research in some 
of the most important phases of our na
tional existence. 

I am interested in all of these objec
tions, because I believe they are well 
founded and that the loss of $139,000,000 
in this bill will" cause the Nation as a 
whole to sustain a much greater loss 
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by failing to preserve the things in 
which we have already made vast invest
ments. 

There has been more argument already 
presented to restore this $139,000,000 and 
more objection to it being omitted from 
the bill than has been made to appro
priation bills carrying many times the 
amount involved in this bill. The rea
son is simple. We are failing to preserve 
our resources and to maintain improve- · 
ments already made. We are going to 
suffer our greatest loss by reason of our 
failure to protect the things we already · 
have. For example, on page 59, from 
line 5 through line 10, we note that 
$3,350,000 is the full amount authorized 
to be spent . for administration, protec
tion, maintenance, and improvement of 
national parks, including necessary pro
tection of the area of certain federally 
owned land in the custody of the Na
tional Park Service. This appropriation 
is $595,000 short of the necessary mini
mum amount to provide for maintenance 
of roads and trails of our national parks. 
In other words, this amount should nec
essarily be added to the sum named by 
the committee if the Interior Depart
ment is to maintain the present roads 
and trails that are already available for 
use. A deficit of funds of this magni
tude will seriously reduce the travel abil
ity of national park roads, and is the 
worst kind of economy. In fact, it is no 
economy at all to let our roads wear 
out because of the lack of sufficient funds 
to maintain them in proper condition. 

You gentlemen who represent districts 
or States in which are located national 
parks should remember that these parks 
are not maintained solely for your dis
tricts, but are an inducement to liter
ally thousands of people who visit these 
areas throughout the Nation. More 
thaa. 20,000,000 people visited national 
parks last year, and that number will 
be substantially increased this year. 
The roads anci trails will be heavily bur
dened, and if funds are not available to 
keep them in repair, you will be held 
accountable for the results. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. REDDEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 67,line 4, strike out the sum "$75,000" 

and insert "$200,000." 
Page 67,11ne 9, strike out the· sum "$75,000" 

and insert "$100,000." · 

Mr. BRADLEY of Mi~higan. Mr. 
Chairman, in supporting this amend
ment, which is identical with one I have 
had on your desk since early this a,.fter
noon, to restore to the item called "Com
mercial fisheries" $200,000 in place of 
the $75,000 recommended by the com
mittee in the appropriation for 1948, in 
opposition to the budget estimates of 
$401,000; and secondly, to restore the ap=. 
propriation for Fisheries M;arket News 
Service to $100,000 in place of the $75,000 
recommended by the committee of the 
$141,600 requested in the budget for this 
item, I do so after serious and careful 
consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, like most of the other 
Republicans, one of the principal planks 

· in my campaign last fall was an economy 
drive, and we all know there is plenty of 
room for economy in this Government. 
We all know that during the New Deal 
years a philosophy of government was 
developed in this country which sought 
to give us a champagne appetite bas~d on 
an artificially created champagne pock
etbook. We have survived that New Deal 
headache and now we have to get down to 
brass rocks. But it is not always easy 
to get down to brass rocks as quickly as 
our good friends on the Appropriations 
Committee would like us to do. . 

I have the utmost admiration for their 
accomplishments in endeavoring to re
duce the over-all cost of government 
with a corresponding reduction in bu
reaucratic personnel. Without such re
ductions we cannot hope to fulfill an
other campaign obligation widely de
manded by citizens of whatever creed, 
religion, or political complexion of this 
country. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, I am in complete 
sympathy with the expressed desire of 
this committee and their philosophy, 
with which I am fully in agreement, that 
private industry should once again as
sume its share of financial responsibility 
for the services heretofore supported by 
the Government-by the New Deal. But 
there must be a transition period and 
that is why I support these amendments. 

In the fisheries industry, you have in 
practical fact, the farmers of the sea who 
produce per man today more solid food 
than even our loyal farmers of the soil. 
Statistics bear t}lat out. The individual 
fisherman, whether he works on his own 
or under contract to some large fisheries, 
is just as much an individualist as the 
tiller of the soil. It is extremely difficult 
to bring him into any contributing or
ganization which in turn can sponsor 
and financially prosecute him success
fully. Such services are presently given 
by the Fish and Wildlife Service in the 
Market News Service, in the statistical 
reports, in the research and biological 
.service and laboratory experiments. In
dividualists that they are, ·however, I 
think most of them would prefer to be
long to a personally contributed-to or
ganization not sponsored by the Govern
ment and by the taxpayers of the Na
tion, to carry on these activities. 

To take the full cut that our Appro
priations Committee has recommended 
this time, is, I think, too severe a blow 
on the entire industry and which . may 
result in complete chaos; and, indeed, 
telegrams from responsible people in the 
industry indicate that that will be the 
case. 

The industry has indicated to me that 
they are ready and willing as soon as 
they are able, to assume their just re
sponsibilities in these matters, but I re
spectfully submit to you that they can
not do that over night and hence, I re
quest that this committee restore to the 
bill a reasonable proportion of the cut 
suggested by the committee and give the 
industry a chance to gradually assume 
the responsibilities-to the end that 
sooner or later, and I hope sooner, they 
may take the statistical and experi-

mental and research responsibilities of 
the Fish and Wildlife Service over into 
their own control free from the tentacles 
of Washington bureaucracy. I hope the 
amendment passes. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. BATES]. This amendment 
makes possible the continuance of cer
tain important research programs as 
well as the distribution of certain mar
ket reports so essential for the entire 
fishing industry. I urge the adoption of 
this amendment. 

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, I compli
ment the gentleman on the fight he has 
made for this amendment, with which I 
have been associated. We have been 
fighting this thing since 9 o'clock this 
morning, and I am glad that the com
mittee and the Republican leadership has 
finally agreed to go along with us. 

I endorse what he said in the general 
debate yesterday, which, in part, was as 
follows: · 

The fishing industry does not seek. aid and 
support of the Government. . It historically 
has stood on its own feet; it has sought no 
subsidies, no crop insurance, no parity. It 
has sought none of the Government aids 
that have been extended to agriculture and 
to other industries. It has carried its own 
responsibilities and intends to continue to 
do so, but the .fishing industry does expect 
the Federal Government to carry its own 
respom:ibilitles. It has a right to expect 
proper and adequate Governmernt services. 

It seeks these services to be in a position 
to fairly compete ·with foreign nations, the 
majority of which are heavily subsidized by 
government aids of various kinds. 

I call attention that page 653 of the 
hearings will show the comparatively 
small expense that the fishing industry 
has required, and I quote: 

Mr. JoNES. I know that there are services 
rendered to the commercial fisheries who 
make a profit from these natural resources, 
and they get the primary direct benefit of 
your service that results in profit to them. 
Do you think that they should rightfully 
pay more of their share of the actual cost 
of the service? Are there any such. items 
that you would care to discuss, from your 
experience as Director of the Fish and Wild
life Service? 

Mr. DAY. Assistance to the commercial 
fishermen leads to their making a living and 
a profit, just as the services of the Govern
ment in agriculture assist the farmer in mak
ing a profit. 

The chart we have on the wall here shows 
that -better than anything I could say. Your 
fisherman contributes to the food supply each 
year 47,000 pounds per man; your farmer 
contributes 34,500 pounds. The Federal 
Government's expense to assist the fisher
man is $14.45 and the expense to assist the 
farmer is $121.44. · 

For each ton of fishery products the Gov
ernment spends 8!1 cents, and for each ton 
of agricultural product, $7.04. So the Gov
ernment does assist the fishing industry the 
same as it does agriculture and attempts 
to do a better job. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very much concerned with the cuts that 
the committee has made in the amount 
requested by the Interior Department for 
the commercial fisheries and the Fishery 
Market News Service. 

These two departments are essential 
to the fishing industry upon which much 
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of our economy in New England depends. 
At a time when this industry is under 
heavy competition from foreign coun
tries it is most important that these es
sential services be maintained. 

I therefore ask this Committee to i 
grant to these two services the amounts ... 
originally requested by the Department 

. of the Interior. 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. Chair

man, a telegram received from Richard 
E. Reed, commissioner of Maine sea and 
shore fisheries, indicates the deep con
cern of our people over the reduction of 
the appropriation for the Commercial 
Pisheries Division of the Fish and Wild
life Service. · 

I ask unanimous consent to include 
in the RECORD the telegram just received 
from Mr. Reed: 

AUGUSTA, MAINE, April 2-4, 1947. 
Han. MARGARET CHASE SMITH, 

Member of Congress~ 
Washington, D. C.: 

:Maine's $50,000,000 a year commercial fish
ing industry is stunned by pending legisla
tion which would cut appropriations for the 
Commercial Fisheries Division of the Fish 
and Wildlife Service from .$401,000 to $75,-
000 annually. It is inconceivable that the 
leaders of our great country will permit such 
drastic disregard of one of America's greatest 

·natural resources. The action, if adopted, 
will wreck the constructive work that this 
agency has so successfully been executing 
and which i~ so seriously needed. It will 
mean a complete reorganization of and sub
sequent lessening of the efficiency of the 
Maine Department of Sea and Shore Fisheries 
which iS closely allied with the Fish and 
Wildlife Service on a number of conserva
tion, propagation. and marketing projects. 
The theory of the Appropriations Committee 

. that industry should pay its own way in the 
field of research and development may be 
the right approach to good Gover~ment but 
until a-similar attitude is taken toward agri
culture and other vote-getting pork barrels 
why does the good American ana unfor
tunately disorganized :fishing industry have 
to be completely ignored by its elected Rep
~esentatives of Congress? The comparatively 
paltry $400,000 is lying around e:verywhere 
in the world on piles of horribly wasted 
potatoes, racket-ridden sales of surplus war 
goods, and other fancy squanderings of the 
taxpayers' dollars. Such false economy in a 
multi-billion-dollar Government budget 
must deserve reconsideration. 

RICHARD E. REED, 
Commissioner. Sea and. Shore Fisheries. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BATES), 

The proposed cut will be disastrous.not 
only to the fisheries interests in my dis
trict, but to consumers all over the coun
try. 

I recognize the necessity for economy 
but the 80-percent cut made in this ap
propriation is far too drastic. My col
·league the Honorable MARGARET CHASE 
SMITH has already read to you a tele
gram from the Sea and Shore Fisheries 
Commissioner of Maine. · 

The amendment will restore $150,000 
in all to the Commercial Fisheries Divi
sion of the Fish and Wildlife Service and 
put the appropriation on the level of the 
prewar budget of 1941. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I think perhaps I should have a 

word to say about the purposes of this 
amendment. This amendment rein
states in the bill a sum of money for the 
maintenance of the commercial fisheries 
statistical organization in the Fish and 
Wildlife Service and also the Fishery 
Market News Service. These items have 
be~n cut 80 percent, perhaps the most 
drastic cut of any item in the whole bill. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman ftom Ohio. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. On the assur
ance of the chairman of the Committee 
on .Merchant Marine and Fisheries stat
ing that he will hold hearings on legisla
tion so the fishing industry will under
write the cost of this service, the com
mittee accepts the amendment. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman. if the gentleman will yield, I 
assure the gentleman that the Commit
tee on . Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
will set such a hearing in· the very near 
future, and I ·am supported in that by 
the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. ToL
LEFSON]. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, the request for commercial 
fisheries was originally for about $400,-
000. It was cut to $75,'000. .This amend
ment brings it back to $200,000. The 
other appropriation for Fishery News 
Service was about $140,000. They cut 
that down to $75,000. This amendment 
brings it back to $100,000. 

It is not difficult to understand the 
surprise and shock felt by the Nation's 
fishing industry as a· whole relative to 
the action taken in cutting these fimds 
for the Fish and Wildlife Service and 
amounting in some instances up to nearly 
80 percent ... For this reduction in ap
propriations will not only terminate 
virtually all the statistical surveys, re
search and numerous other services vital 
to commercial fisheries, but most im
portant of alfis the fact that this action 
comes at a time when the industry is 
now struggling to meet the competition, 
the fisheries of many foreign countries. 

The need :for tax reduction and the 
elimination of waste and needless ~
penditures is realized by most of us and 
we are mindful of the party's pledge to 
cut our eost of Government. That 
pledge we are carrying out, but it should 
not completely wipe out services ren
dered to an industry whose activities· are 
so vital to the health and welfare of the 
entire Nation. For when we speak of the 
fisheries industry, we deal with the 
question of food, employment, and 
health. Therefore, any elimination of 
funds for providing surveys, research 
work and data essential to the operation 
of that industry, a:ffects the Nation and 
reduced appropriations to such a point 
in this bill must be considered as 111 ad-, 
vised. In these days of scientific re
search, it is impossible to believe that we 
are planning to end virtually all eco
nomic research and services for the com
mercial fisheries. I fUlly realize the 
great responsibility of the committee re
porting this .bill. · I do 'believe, however, 

that an increase should .be made in this 
item. 

In its recommendations, the committee 
feels that the fishing industries should 
carry the cost of sucb sel'Viees, but those 
of us who are close to the indusiry realize 
full well that the burden being carried is 
already extremely heavy and that the 
future is most uncertain due to the ter
rific competit-ion under reciprocal trade 
agreements. May I remind the House 
that while the Reciprocal Trade Con
ference is being conducted in Geneva, 
many foreign countries are pleading for 
the reduction of protective tariffs that 
already are so low that little or no pro
tection is afforded the American fishing 
industry. And let me remind you also 
that the fishing industries in many of 
these foreign countrtes are subsidized 
by their respective governments. 

The two divisions within Fish and 
Wildlife Service most directly concerned 
with and of the utmost vital importance 
to the fishing industry of the country 
are: First, the Division of ·Commercial 
Fisheries; second, the Fishery Market 
News Service. 

As I have stated previously, I sub
scribe to our party's pledge to reduce 
taxes .and to e:ffect every economy pos
sible. I wish to emphasiZe, however, the 
extreme importance of these two services 
to the fishing industry. It would be· dis
astrous to the industry for this Gt>vem
ment not to continue to provide them. 

It is my most studied conviction that 
the cuts in the appropriation bill on 
these .items in the Fish and Wildlife 
Service are altogether too severe, and it 
may be well for us. to consider the prewar 
1942 budget as a base to determine what 
services should. be retained :rather than 
to wipe out these activities altogether, 
as it is intended to do by these drastic 
:reductions. 

In 1942 the appropriation for Division 
of Commercial Fisheries was $186,940. 
Since that time the average increase in 
wages totaled about 45 percent. 

The .appropriation for tbe Fishery 
Market News. Service in 1942 was $86,220, 
with a 45-percent increase in wages in 
that division. I am, therefore. offering 
an amendment to the bill so that sum
cient apprvpriations will be available 
tbat will be somewhat on the level of 
1£42 .. · 

FEDERAL AGENCIES INURESTED IN ~HilRIES 

Department o:f Agriculture: Market
ing Service, purchase of fish. 

Department of Commerce: Pl'oduc
tion data. 
-Department of Justice: Alien fisher

men. 
Department of Labor: Wages, hours, 

and other labor conditions. 
Department of State: International 

fishery matters and alien fishermen. 
Federal Security Agency: Fish in nu

trition, food and drug administration, 
social-security benefits to fishP.rmen and 
fishery workers. 

Interstate · Commerce Commission: 
Rail rates and transportation facilities. 

Navy Department: Acquisition of 1lsh-
1ng vessels, restriction on fishing-Coast 
Guard, consumption of fishery goods, 
aids to navigation, bombing ranges. 



/ 

1947 CONGRESSIONAL· RECORD-HOUSE 4109 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation: 

Loans to fishery industry. 
Tariff Commission: Tar11f rates. 
Treasury Department: Customs. 
War Department: Acquisition of fish

ing vessels, fishery data, consumption 
of fishery foods, navigation, bombing 
ranges. 

'Federal Trade Commission: Trade 
practices. · 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
the House Appropriation Committee 
has submitted its report, which reduces 
by approximately 80 percent the Gov
ernment funds necessary to conduct one 
of the major functions of the Fish and 
Wildlife Division of the Department of 
the Interior. The Committee on Appro
priations has cut the requirements for 
maintaining the Commercial Fisheries 
Division from $401,000 granted in 1946-
47 to $75,000 in 1947-48. The Fishery 
Market News Service has been cut from 
$141,600 to $75,000. The almost abso
lute elimination of these two functions 
probably the two most important in th~ 
entire Fish and Wildlife Service, will set 
the industry back 50 years. It means 
the cessation of all field activities in the 
laboratories located in Seattle, ·wash., 
Boston, Mass., Alaska, Puerto Rico, and 
four mobile trailer laboratories. It also 
means the closing of all fisheries sources 
of statistical information in Maine, Mas
sachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Vir
ginia, Georgia, Louisiana, California, 
Oregon, and Washington. It will termi
nate the economic research needed to 
maintain a vigorous and prosperous in
dustry able to meet foreign competition 
and virtually eliminate the only source 
of statistical information on fisheries. 

Something should be done immedi
ately to avert the inevitable and drastic 
consequences sure to follow unless sound 
and logical reasoning is employed in 
determining the minimum amounts nec
essary to continue this vitally important 
Government service. 

Such a drastic curtailment of Gov
ernment funds at ~ time when the in
dustry is beset with serious threats 
through foreign importations strikes a 
body blow that can and will prove fatal 
to the oldest industry in America. 

The fishing industry, from Maine to 
the Gulf of Mexico, to the Great Lakes, 
to the Pacific coast, to the Territory of 
Alaska, relies on the Commercial Fish
eries Division of the Fish and Wildlife 
Service of the Department of the Interior 
for vital information relative to the pro
duction, processing, and distribution of 
fish and fish products. Fishery statis
tics, market news reports, the results of 
technological surveys are vital in the in
dustry's daily life and of tremendous 
importance in the normal everyday 
conduct of its business. 

Fish and Wildlife is one of the few 
Federal agencies whose appropriations 
were not increased during the war. Its 
trained men and technologists were 
transferred to the war created Office of 
Coordinator of Fisheries to expedite the 
most important war undertaking on the 
home front, that of providing constant 
supplies of sc&.rce protein foods. Normal 
fisheries functions were suspended. Im-

mediately following VJ-day the coordi
nator's offices were voluntarily closed 
down, and its staff resumed peacetime 
fishery work, 4 years behind in its 
schedule. 

How any committee of American legis
lators could suggest for adoption .such a 
severe program of retrenchment at a 
time when our natural resources must 
be exploited to full productive capacity 
is beyond my understanding and leaves 
me stunned. Other governments, par
ticularly our good neighbor to the north, 
Canada, have provided subsidies to fos
ter the growth and expansion of their 
fisheries resources. They recognize the 
tremendous dollar potential lying dor
mant off the coast and are recruiting the 
will, determination, and money of its 
citizenry to put these resources to ' 
national use. 

The fishing industry of America does 
not seek Government aid, it does not 
look for its annual piece of fat back from 
the brine barrel to justify its existence. 
But it does expect this Government to 
assume its responsibility to protect, pre
serve, and develop one of its greatest 
God-given natural resources, its Ameri
can fishing industry. 

The New England, New York, and 
Pennsylvania area of the United States 
pays a very substantial part of the in
come taxes assessed by the Treasury De
partment. This section of America con
tains the greatest edible fish producing 
and distributing, area in our country. 
Yet in proportion to the financial aid so 
benevolently showered upon the farm
ers of America this se'ction of the fish
eries industry falls far short of receiving 
the share of Federal financial aid to 
V!hich it is entitled. 

I have been informed that-the House 
Committee on Appropriations has based 
its computations as to curren.t needs upon 
the amounts of money awarded this di
vision in 1938. How fallacious, is this 
premise. If this be true, how silly it 
would be to determine the current needs 
of our Army and Navy divisions on the 
basis· of 1938 appropriations. Wages, 
costs of materials, operating expenses 
have risen substantially since those post 
depression days so that any estimate 
based upon 1938 conditions must of ne
cessity be false. We should plan for the 
future, leave the past to the historians. 
We should help this industry to grow, 
expand-not cut the heart out of it as 
does this drastic, unreasonable budgetary 
restriction levied against the fishing in
dustry. 

Gentlemen, this committee is trifling 
with a $4,500,000,000 industry-Wall 
Street Journal. That represents a siz
able tax figure in the records of our In
ternal Revenue Division of the Treasury 
Department. From the standpoint of 
national income all of us in Congress 
must consider that figure when discuss
ing budget restrictions. 

Cautious mutterings heard throughout 
America indicate an ominous fear of a 
major business depression in the offing. 
Up to this moment, it is only a ghost, an 
ethereal threat, yet such foolhardy ac
tion as crippling 80 percent of the poten
tials of a tried and true Government 

agency can very well be a serious factor 
in creating a major 'depression. 

This is indeed a dictatorial approach 
toward solving our budgetary problems. 
The idea that you can so freely and so 
arbitrarily cripple by sections the in
dustrial life of America to justify a party 
policy-smacks smartly of the very tl~ng 
we sought to eradicate forever in the 
recent World War. 

Let me tell you what statistics and mar
ket news means to the modern fishing 
industry and its complex problems. Just 
last week the National Fisheries Insti
tute, which is the only trade association 
representing the ownership part of the 
industry from boat owners to distributors 
met in convention at New York's Wal~ 
dorf -Astoria Hotel and launched a na
tional advertising program for fishery 
products. This program is designed to 
increase the per capita consumption of 
fish and shellfish. It will cost the in
dustry no less than half a million dol
lars for the institutional advertising 
alone. If you wipe out, as you are doing 
now, the divisions of the Fish and Wild
life Service which compiles the figures 
showing production and consumption of 
fishery products, then you have knocked 
the props from . under the domestic in
dustry fostering this advertising pro
gram. The reason is, that after spend
ing more than half a million dollars, it 
will not know if any results have been 
accomplished because there would be no 
one to keep score. For example, the 
present per capita consumption of fishery 
products in the United States is about 13 
pounds-arrived at through figures com
piled by the Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Take away the production figures at ports 
of entry and the figures showing the 
movement of fishery products through
out the United States, and I will guar
antee you that you will not even know 
where to spend advertising dollars, let 
alone know what the per capita con
sumption is after spending a half million 
dollars at random. 

According to the subcommittee's re
port, the industry should compile and pay 
for its own statistics and market news 
reports. Let me tell you how asinine 
this reasoning is. First of all, your Gov
ernment has to have some sort of figures 
which disclose the size of an industry and 
whether it is faring well or badly. A 
government not interested enough to fur
nish itself and the industry this service 
surely cannot claim to be much of a 
democracy. In the case of the commer
cial fisheries, the Fish and Wildlife Serv
ice is the Government agency responsible 
for the accounting of its size and pros
perity or lack of prosperity. If the Gov
ernment now abandons the stations 
where it supplies the statistics for this 
industry, there will be no one to take 
them over. It is only sound reasoning 
that the widely dispersed fisheries can
not take over the physical properties now 
occupied by the Government. The cost 
itself would be prohibitive and it would 
not be practical. Competition in the 
fisheries, the same as in other industries, 
would smother out fairness and uniform 
applicability. · 
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Much talk· has been going on concern

ing what other governments have done 
tor their commercial fisheries, particu
larly \'\"hat we did in building a fishing 
fleet for Russia during the. war. Yes, we 
spent something like $21,000,000 in lend
lease funds during the war on her fishing 
fleet to make it possible for Russia to feed. · 
her peoples, not realizing, of course, that 
our own Government at the end of the 
war wJuld let her own industry down by 
eliminating vital services to it. Germany· 
built new and modern fillet plants in Nor
way that are at present being utilized by 
the Norwegians. Yes.; and in order to 
feed our Army, Navy, and allies we 
helped build freezers in Iceland-that 
country has now 62 of them. They are 
in the frozen-1ish business to stay. No
body ever thought when these facilities 
were built that they would be used to 
shorten the life of our own domestic in
dustry because we have always been alert 
enough to look after ourselves-that is, 
we were tintil this new and dreaded virus 
got into the veins of the subcoinmittees 
on appropriations for the Department of 
Interior. A virus that. would kill off the 
lifeblood of our industry, literally cut 
it off at the roots. Without competent 
statistics, we have nothing, not even a 
basis for taxation and it is through taxes 
that every government must operate. 

In conclusion, let me make this perti- , 
nent observation: If this Committee on 
Appropriat_ions is bent on making a will 
leaving this industry to Russia or to 
Canada or Iceland, it will have to use· 
some· set of figures, some statistics to de
termine its value. Ironically enough, it 
must rely upon the Fish and Wildlife 
Service of the Department of the Interior 
to furnish the yardstick. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I fully 
subscribe to the text and purpose of the 
amendments offered by my colleague 
from Massachusetts, and sincerely hope 
those amendments will . be adopted. 
They are of vital importance to our great 
fishing industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BATES] .

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. BATES) there 
were-ayes 198, noes 2. 

So the amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I : 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNEs of Ohio: 
On page 70, line 20, strike out "$5,960,320" 

and insert "$6,110,320." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Chaii.-man, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by · Mr. BLATNIK: On 

page 54, line 10, strike out "$1,000,000" and 
insert "$1,500,000." 

Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment increases by $500,000 the al
lotment to mining experiment stations. 
This is of particular concern to my State 
and my district and to the Nation, be
cause of the implication it has ·on the 
research work necessary to develop taco
nite, a low-grade iron ore, to replace the 

rapidly dwindling high.,.grade ·ore sup
ply . . I call your attention to an article 
appearing in the April 19, 1947, issue of ' 
Business Week, a very comprehensive~ 
article which warns us of the coming · 
crisis in the disappearance of our high
grade iron ore. In Labrador, at a point 
350 miles north of the Gulf of St. Law
rence, there are newly discovered high
grade ore fields which will soon compete 
with our own production at home. It is 
my hope that we continue the work al
ready begun in the State of Minnesota 
in the United States Bureau of Mines ex
perimental station at the University of 
Minnesota and under State auspices to 
carry out the work of developing taco
nite. In our low-grade ore, taconite, we 
feel we have the answer to meet the 
challenge of our depletion of high-grade' 
open-pit ores. Very substantial gains 
have already been made in research and 
development work, coupled with amaz
ing developments in technological ad:.. 
vance, and we are approac_hin.g the point 
where large scale utili~ation of taconite· 
can be a reality. But we need help in 
further badly heeded research and ex
perimentation. We feel that it is the 
legitimate responsibility of the United· 
States Government through its Bure~u 
of Mines to carry out ·this work. I ask 
your support of this amendment. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The question .is o~: 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. BLATNIK) there 
were-ayes 86, no~s 178. · · 

So the amendment was rejected. -
Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. ·Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JENKINS or 

Pennsylvania: On ·page 81, st rike otit lines 1 
through 7 inclusive. 

Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. Mr; 
Chairman, in this appropriation .bill the 
previous appropriation for the · anthra
cite laboratory is rescinded. This 
amendment restores the appropriation as. 
Congress originally granted it; 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr . . Chairman, 
the provisions that ·were stricken out by 
the Keating amendment struck out 
money in the bill for the fiscal year 1948 
which would set the laboratory where 
the Bureau of Mines engineers said it 
ought to go. If the so-called Jenkins 
amendment is adopted, the laboratory 
for the anthracite coal industry will go 
where an advisory committee says it 
ought to ·go. · We think the committee 
provisions were wise, and we will ask 
for a separate vote on the Keating 
amendment when the bill is reported 
back to the House. I hope the House will 
support us in ·overthrowing the Keating 
amendment. I hope· this amendment 
will be voted· down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question· is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. JENKiNs]. · 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. JENKINS of 
Pennsylvania)· there were-:.ayes 88, noes 
168. " - ' . . . 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALLECK. ·Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word ·and do 
so for th~ purp9se of announcing the 
program for next. week. I }]ave dis
cussed this with the distinguished mi
nority leader as well as with the minority 
whip. 

On Monday, we have District day. It 
is expected that the so-called daylight 
savings bill, S. 736, will be called up and 
disposed of. Then we will continue the 
consideration of the foreign relief b111 
under the 5-minute rule, general debate 
on that bill having been concluded. It 
is expected that the bill will continue c5n 
Tuesday, although it may be concluded 
Monday. Also on Tuesday, we hope to 
call up House Resclution 173 introduced 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HERTER]. 

On Wednesday, we propose to call up 
H. R. 3203, having to do with the exten
sion of rent control. 

On Thursday, which is May 1, we will 
have a joint session Ullder the previous 
order to hear the President of Mexicp. , 
We . will also conclude the consideration 
of the bill, H. R. 3203, if it is not finished . 
by Wednesday. Also, on. Thursday, w~ 
propose to take up H. R. 2780, which has 
to. do with temporary housing under the 
Lanham Act. 

On Friday, we propost to call up the . 
deficiency appropriation bill. · 

Saturday is undetermined. 
Further, it is expected that the confer- . 

ence repo1:t on the so-called portal-to- · 
portal pay bill will be ready for action 
next week ' and we shall take it up, of 
coursej at any time that it is ready. . 

Mr_. ROBSION. Mr. Chairman, I . 
move to strike ·OUt. the last word. · 

Mr. Chairman, recently we had a very 
serious mine disaster and it brought· to 
the attention of the country again the 
danger of coal mines and coal mining. 
A gr.eat deal has been said in the press· 
and over the radio about the cut in this 
appropriation for the Department of the 
Interior, which includes appropriations, 
for the mines and the services to the 
mining industry and to the miners. I 
want to ask Mr~ JoNES, the chairman of 
the committee in charge of this bill, a 
question or two. I see the bill provides 
and it is stated in the report there is 
allowed $1,148,000 for the purpose of 
operating mine rescue cars and stations 
and in making at study of explosives. 
This report says that is $103,500 more 
than was carried for the current fiscal · 
year ending June 30, 1947. Is that cor
rect? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. That is correct. · 
Mr. ROBSION. One other point. Of 

course, it is important to have frequent 
and efficient inspections and investiga
tions of coal mines. This bill provides 
$1,625,000 and the report says it is $100,
ooo in excess of the current year's re
quirements. Is that correct? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio; That is correct.
Mr. ROBSION. With provision for 

202 mine inspectors. The number pro- . 
vided for has not been filled. Is that 
correct? · · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. 'At the : time of· 
the hearings they had not all been hired. 
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Mr. ROBSION. Is there any com- The Republican Congress will provide The Clerk read as follows: 

plaint from any source that the sums all funds necessary for the efficiept oper- Mr. KIRwAN moves to recommit the bill to 
provided in this b111 are not adequate ation of this Government, including the the committee on Appropriations with in-
for these services, looking to the safety Department of the Interior. We insist, structions to report the same back to the 
and protection of the miners and mines? however, that the people's tax money House forthwith with the following amend-

Mr. JONES of Ohio. There certainly must not be wasted. ments: 
could not be any complaint. We gave The CHAIRMAN. The time of the On page 5, beginning with line 16, strike 
th th f 11 b d t t• t b f out the remainder of the page and down to em e u u ge es Ima eon oth o gentleman from Kentucky has expired. and· including line 9, on page 6, and insert 
these items. Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I the following: 

Mr. ROBSION. I thank the chair- move that the Committee do now rise "Construction, operation, and mainte-
man. · We have heard over the radio, ·and report the bill back to the House nance, Bonneville power transmission sys
and seen statements in the press, that with sundry amendments, with the tem: To enable the Bonneville Power Ad
Congress had not provided sufficient recommendation that the· amendments ministrator to carry out the duties imposed 
funds to protect adequately the safety be agreed to and the bill as amended do upon him pursuant to law, including the 
of the miners and the mines. The pass. construction of transmission lines, substa-
last Congress, . controlled by the Demo- The motion was agree. d to. tions, and appurtenant facilities; operation 

and maintenance of the Bonnevme transmis
crats, were heavy spenders. They pro- Accordingly the Committee rose; and sion system: marketing of electric power and 
vided the appropriations for the current the Speaker having resumed the chair, en~rgy;•' printing and binding: services as 
fiscal year. The bill before us was con- Mr. MicHENER, · Chairman of tl).e Com- authorized by section 15 .of the act of August 
sidered and voted · out by the committee mittee &f the Whole House on the State 2, 1946 . (Public Law 600) ; purchase of 30 
controlled by the Republicans and they of the Union, reported that that Com~ . in the fiscal year 1948 and hire of passenger 
provided $203,500 'more for the coming mittee having had under consideration motor vehicles; purchase of 1 in the fiscal 
fiscal year than the Democrats did for · the bill <H. R. 3123) making appropria- year 1948 and maintenance and operation 
the current fiscal year, to care for the tions for the Department of the Interior of aircraft; $20·278·000• to be available until expended, of which amount not to exceed 
safety of the miners and mines. for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1948, $4,700,000 shall be available in the fiscal year 

The Truman administration has not and for other purposes, directed him to 1948 for operation and maintenance of .the 
appointed all of· the 202 coal-mine in- report the bill back to the House with Bonneville transmission SY,'stem, marketing 
spectors provided· for· the cilrrent fiscal s.undry· ,amendments,.· with the -recom- · of' electric 'power a~d energy, and administra~ 
year. If it is necessary to use the inoney mendation' that the .amendments. be . tive expenses conriected •thet:ewith,· includ
available ·to hire additional inspectors· agreed to· and that the bill ~s amendeq ~o · tng $29·,ooo for 'personal services in the Dis-
this' should be done. Mr. John L. Lewis pass. trlct of Columbia." ' 
blames the late great mine disaster in · Mr. JONES of _Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ... on page 39· after line 22• insert the fol
Illinois on Mr. Krug, Se.cretary of the move the previous qu~stio,:t on the ~ill loy.'ing:. 
Interior. Let us bear in mind theRe- · arid all amendments thereto to final '.- _ .. :'a:&:~RAL FUNn,_coNsTRucTI6N .. 
publicans did . not name. Secretary Krug , , _passage. _ ··. l _ · "For continuatJon of constructlbn of the 
and neither do they have-·· the say · tn· The. previous · question was ordered: following projects in not io exceed the fol- . lowing ·amounts to be immediately ·a vall-
naming the mine Jnspectors --~nd other The SPEAKER . . Is a sepal,'ate' .. vote .. S..ble,' to remain ava,Jla'ble until e~pe~d~!i for: 
offi-cers loQking after the ·safety of demanded on any a'mendment? . ' .. carrying out projects (including the con
miners or mines. Mr: JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker; a·· struction of transmission lines) previously 

Coal mines are dangerous even after separate . vote 1s requested on the Keat- or herein authorized by Congress, and to be 
the greatest. care is observed to protect ing amendment. · reimbursable except as otherwise provided 
th~ health and lives of the miners. The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote de- by law: · 
Neither e:ffort nor money sh_ould be manded on any other amendments? If "Central Valley project, California, $13;-

. spar~~ to protect the health and lives of not, the Chair will put them en gross. 
10~~~~~rad.o-Big Thompson .proJect, Colo-

the mm_ers. · _ ·. The .other amendments were. tn~reed 'to~ . rado, $J,18s,ooo. . ._ . _. · · 
_Millions of Americ.ans do not know _ The SPEAKER. The C1erk ·wm . re- "Colum~ia Basin project, Washington: For 

ho~ dangerous. coat mines" are. . It was_,. port th€"amendment on whi<;h a separate _ continuation of construction and for other 
":eCI~ed some years ago by representa-. vote has been request'ed. . purposes. authorized by the Columbia Basin 
tives of many nations, including our own, . . Project Act of March 10, .1943 (57 Stat: 14), 
that prisoners of war could be forced to The Clerk read as tallows· $16,065,000." 
work by their captors if the work was Amend:g1en~ . offered by Mr. KEATING: On On page 40, beginning with _ line 17, strike , 
not extra hazardous to health and life, ·page 50, .strike out lines _13 to 21, inclusive. · out the remainder of ~he_ pa_ge to and tn-

. eluding line · ;3 on page 41, and insert the 
but the representatives decided that The SPEAKER. Tfie question is on · following: · · · · 
prisoners of war couid not be forced · to the · amendment .. ·. ·, "Missouri River Basin (reimbursable ex
work on the inside o{ coal mines because The question was taken: and the cept as otherwise provided by law): For the 
it was extra hazardous· and dangerous. Chair being in doubt, the House divided partial accomplishment of ·the works to be 
It is the dt:ty of State and Federal of- and there were-ayes 134, noes 118. undertaken by the Secretary of the Interior, 
ficials to make mines as safe as is reason- So the amendment was agreed to. pursuant to section 9 of the act of December 
ably possible to lessen these dangers. Mr. FENTON. Mr.· Speaker, I , ask for 22, 1944 (Public Law 534) and section 18 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (Public Law 

Of course, other large sums are pro- the yeas and nays. 526) (including the construction of trans-
vided in this bill for the benefit of miners . The yeas and nays were refused. mission lines and the purchase of power) 
and the mining industry.. . . . . .The SPEAKER. The question is on arid for continui.ng inveStigations on the gen-

The -Democrats and others claim . . the. engrossment and third reading;: of the er.al plan of d~velopmen~. · $23,ooo;ooo, to re-
47-percent··cut of budget on other items~~- .. bill . . , . . . . main available . until expended: Provided.,... 
That is not unusual. The . departments · _ · . . That this appropriation shall. b~ ·expended,- --. 
and l'ureaus are not modest in making The bill Wa~ or~ered to be engrossed either independently or through or in co-
demands. This bill makes .available for an.d read a third time and was read the oagp=~~i_ ;~~· with existing Federal and .. state 
fiscal year beginning July 1, $156;538,513,. third time. 

President Truman issued a freeze order The SPEAKER. The question is on an~ni!~~ ~~~4oii.~~o~: strike out "$200,000" 
August 2, 1946, stating that not more , the p~ssage o_f the bill .. , . . 
than $85,000,000 should be expended by Mr. ~ KIRwAN. ~r. Speaker, I o1fer 
the Department of the Interior for pres- a motion to recomm1t. 
ent fiscal year and a like sum for year be- The SPEA~R. Is the gentleman op-
ginnin{t; July 1, 1947, and yet Secretary posed to the bill? 
Krug, of Interior, lets out a big squawk Mr. KIRWAN. In its present form; 
that Republicans are rUining the country yes. 
when we provide in this bill $156,538,513. The SPEAKER. Is·any Member abso- . 
Mr. Krug cannot spend this sum judi- lutely opposed to the bill? [After a 
ciously. pause.]_ The gentleman qualifies. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. · Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the mo
tion to recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 

motion to recommit. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I 

demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; ·arid there 
were-yeas 140, nays 197, answered 
''present". 1, not voting 93, as follows: 

[Roll No. 40] 
YEAs-140 

Abernethy 
Albert 

Gorski Marcantonio 
Gossett Meade, Md. 

Allen, La. 
Almond 
Andrews. Ala. 
Angell · · 

Granger Miller, Cali!. 
Grant,Ala. ~nroney 
Gregory Morgan 
Hardy Morris 

Bates. Ky. 
Battle 
Beckworth 
Blatnik 
Bloom 

Harless, Ariz. Murdock 
Barris O'Brien 
Bart O'Toole 
Bavenner Pace 
Bays Passman 

Boggs, La. 
Brooks 
Brown. Ga. 
Bryson 
Burleson 
Camp 
Cannon 
Carroll 
Chapman 
Chelf 

Hedrick Peden 
Hendricks Peterson 
Hobbs Philbin 
Boltileld Pickett 
Huber Poage 
Hull Poulson 
Jackson, Wash. Price, Fla. 
Jarman Price. Til. 
Johnson, Cauf: Priest 
Johnson, Tex. Rabin 

Colmer 
Combs 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Crosser 
Curtis 

Jones, Ala. Rains 
Jones, N. c. Rankin 
Karsten, Mo. Rayburn· 
Kee Redden 
Kefauver Richards 

Davis, Ga. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Delaney 
D'Ewart 
Dmgell 
Donohue 
Oorn 
Douglas 

Kelley Rlley 
Kennedy Rogers, Fla. 
Kilday Rooney· 
King Russell 
Kirwan Sadowski 
Lane Sikes 
Lanham Smathers 
Larcade Spence 
Lea Stigler 

Ell\ ott Lenike Teague 
Engle, Cali!. 
Evins 

Lesinski Thomason 
Lucas Trimble 

Fallon 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
F1sher 
Flannagan 
Folger 
Forand 

Lusk Walter 
Lyle Welch 
McCormack Wheeler 
McMillan, S. C. Whitten 
Madden Whittington 
Mahon Williams 
Manasco Winstead 

Gary Mansfield, Worley 
Gordon Mont. Zimmerman 

NAYs-197 
Allen, Calif. Dirksen 
Andersen, · Dolliver 

H. Carl Dondero 
Anderson, Cali!. Daughton 
Arnold Durham 
Auchincloss Ellis 
Bakewell Ellsworth 
Banta Elsaes5er 
Barrett Engel, Mich. 
Bates, Mass. Fenton 
Beall Fletcher 
Bender Foote 
Bennett, Mich. · Fulton 
Bennett, Mo. Gamble 
Bishop Gathings 
Blackney Gavin 
Boggs, Del. Gearhart 
Boykin Gillette 
Bradley, Cali!. Gillie 
Bradley, Mich. Goff 
Bramblett Goodwin 
Brehm Graham 
Brophy Grant, Ind. 
Buffett Griftlths 
Burke Gross 
Busbey Gwinn, N. Y. 
Butler Gwynne, Iowa 
Byrnes, Wis. Hagen 
Carson . Hale 
case, N.J. Hall, 
Case, S.Dak. Leonard W. 
Chadwick Halleck 
Chenoweth Hand 
Chiperfield Harness, Ind. 
Church Harrison 
Clevenger Herter 
Coffin Heselton 
Cole, Kans. Hess 
Cole, Mo. Hill 
Corbett Hinshaw 
Cotton Hoeven 
Cravens Hoffman 
Crawford Holmes 
Crow · Howell 
Cunningham Javits 
Dawson, Utah Jenison 
Devitt Jenkins, Ohio 

Jenkins, Pa. 
Jennings 
Jensen 
Johnson, Til. 
Jones, Ohio 
Jonkman 
Judd 
Kean 
Kearney 
Keating 
Keele 
Kerr 
Kersten, Wis. 
Kilburn 
Knutson 
Kunkel 
Latham 
LeCompte 
LeFevre 
Lodge 
Love 
McConnell 
McCowen 
McGarvey 
McGregor 
McMahon 
McMillen, m. 
MacKinnon 
Maloney 
Martin, Iowa 
Mathews 
Meade, Ky. 
Merrow 
Meyer 
Michener 
Mlller,Conn. 
Mlller, Md. 
Miller, Nebr. 
Mills 
Muhlenberg 
Mundt 
Murray, Wis •. 
Nixon 
Nodar 
Norblad 
O'Hara 
O'Konskl 

Owens 
Patterson 
Phillips, Calif. 
Phlllips, Tenn. 
Potts 
Ramey 
Reed,lli. 
Reed,N. Y. 
Rees 
Reeves 
Rich 
Riehl man 
Rizley ' 
Robertson 
Robsion 
Rockwell 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rohrbough 
Ross 
Sadlak 

Sanborn Stratton 
Sarb(lcher Taber 
Schwabe, Okla. Talle 
Scoblick Tibbett 
Scott, Hardie Tollefson 
Scott, Twym~n 

Hugh D., Jr. Vail 
Scrivner Van Zandt 
Seely-Brown Vorys 
Simpson, Til. Vursell 
Simpson, Pa. Wadsworth 
Smith, Kans. Welchel 

· Smith, Ohio Wigglesworth 
Smith, Va. Wllson, Ind. 
Snyder Wilson, Tex. 
Springer Wolcott 
Stanley Wolverton 
Stefan Woodruff 
Stevenson Youngblood 
Stockman 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 
HQran 

Allen, Dl. 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Andrews, N.Y. 
Arends 
Barden 
Bell 
Bland 
Bolton 
Bonner 
Brown, Ohio 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Buckley 
Bulwinkle 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Canfield 
Celler 
Clark 
Clason 
Clements 
Clippinger 
Cole, N.Y. 
Coudert 
Courtney 
Cox 
Dague 
D' Alesandro 
Dawson, Til. 
Deane 
Domengeaux 
Drewry 

NOT VOTING-93 . 
Eaton Morrison 
Eberharter Morton 
Elston Murray, Tenn. 
Fellows Norrell 
Fogarty Norton 
Fuller Patman 
Gallagher Pfeifer 
Gerlach Ploeser 
Gifford Plumley 
Gore Pewell 
Hall, Preston · 

Edwin Arthur Rayfiel 
Hartley Rivers 
Hebert Sabath 
Heffernan St. George 
Hope Sasscer 
Jackson, Cali!. Schwabe, Mo. 
Johnson, Ind. Shafer 
Johnson, Okla. Sheppard 
Jones, Wash. Short 
Kearns Smith, Maine 
Keogh Smith, Wis. 
Klein Somers 
Landis Sundstrom 
Lewis Taylor 
Lynch Thomas, N. J. 
McDonough Thomas, Tex. 
McDowell Towe 
Macy . Vinson 
Mansfield, Tex. West 
Maron Wood 
Mitchell 

So the motion to recommit was 
rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. D'Alesandro for, with Mr. Hartley 

against. 
Mr. Keogh for, with Mr. Towe against. 
Mr. Morrison for, with Mr. Kearns against. 
Mr. Celler for, with Mr. Arends against. 
Mr. Domengeaux for, with Mr. Thomas of 

New Jetsey against. 
Mr. Heffernan for, with Mr. Jackson of 

California against. 
Mr. Klein tor, with Mr. Coudert against. 
Mr. Rayfiel tor, with Mr. Sundstrom 

against. 
Mr. Courtney tor, with Mr. Landis against. 
Mr. Powell for, with Mr. McDowell against. 
Mr. Pfeifer for, with Mr. Canfield against. 
Mr. Byrne of New York for, with Mrs. 

Smith of Maine against. 
Mr. Wood for, with Mr. Gerlach against. 
Mr. Lynch for, with Mrs. St. George against. 
Mr. Buckley for, with Mr. Dague against. 
Mr. Buchanan for, with Mr. Mitchell 

against. 
Mr. Hebert for, with Mr. Allen of Illinois 

against. 
Mr. Deane for, with Mr. Ploeser against. 
1\lr. Dawson of Dlinois for, with Mr. Plum-

ley against. 
Mr. Drewry for, with Mr. Gallagher against. 
Mr. Eberharter for, with Mr. Macy against. 
Mrs. Norton for, with Mr. Eaton against. 
Mr. Fogarty for, with Mr. Fuller against. 
'Mr. Preston for, wlth Mr. Brown of Ohio 

against. · 

Mr. Somers for, with Mr. Schwabe of Mis· 
souri against. 

Mr. Cox·for, with Mr. Johnson of Indiana, 
against. · 

Mr. Sabath for, with Mr. Bonner against. 

Genera:! ·pairs until further notice: 
Mr. Fellows with Mr. Johnson -of Oklahoma. 
Mr. Gifford with Mr. Rivers. 
Mr. Short with Mr. Barden. 
Mr. Shafer with Mr. Bell. 
Mr. Clason with Mr. Clark. 
Mr. Hope with Mr. Clements. 
Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall with Mr. Norrell. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Sheppard. 
Mr. Clippinger with Mr. Thom~ of Texas. 
Mr. Bolton with Mr. Vinson. · 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recor~ed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered~ · 
The question was taken; and , there 

were-yeas 307, nays 30, not voting 94, 
as foilows: ·· 

[Roll No. 41] 
YE~ao7 

Abernethy Crawford Hedrick 
Albert Crosser Hendricks 
Allen, Calif. Crow Herter 
Allen, La~ Cunningham Heselton 
Almond Curtis Hess 
Andersen, Davis, Ga. Hill 

H. Carl Davis, Tenn. · Hinshaw 
Anderson, Calif. Dawson, Utah Hobbs 
Andresen, Devitt Hoeven 

August H. D'Ewa.rt Hoffman 
Andrews, Ala. Dirksen Holmes 
Arnold DolUver Horan 
Auchincloss . Dondero Howell 
Bakewell Donohue Hull 
Banta Dorn Jackson, Wash. 
Barrett Daughton Jarman 
Bates, Ky. Durham Javits 
Bates, Mass. Elliott Jenison 
Battle Ellis Jenkins, Ohio 
Beall Ellsworth Jenkins, Pa. 
Beckworth Elsaesser Jennings 
Bender Engel, Mich. Jensen 
Bennett, Mich. Engle, Cali!. Johnson, Calif. 
Bennett, Mo. Evins Johnson, Til. 
Bishop Fallon Johnson. Tex. 
Blackney Feighan Jones, Ala. 
Boggs, Del. Fenton Jones, N.C. 
Boggs, La. Fisher Jones, Ohio 
Boykln Flannagan Jonkman 
Bradley, Calif. Fletcher Judd 
Bradley, Mich. Folger Kean 
Bramblett Foote Kearney 
Brehm Forand Keating 
Brooks Fulton Keefe 
Brophy Gamble Kefauver 
Brown, Ga. Gary Kelley 
Bryson Gathings Kennedy 
Buffett Gavin Kerr 
Burke Gearhart Kersten, Wis. 
Burleson Gillette Kilburn 
Busbey Gillie Kilday 
Butler Goff Knutson 
Byrnes, Wis. Goodwin Kunkel 
Camp Gossett Lane 
Cannon Graham Lanham 
carroll Granger Latham 
carson Grant, Ala. Lea 
Case, N.J. Grant, Inil. LeCompte 
case, 8. Dak. Gregory LeFevre 
Chadwick Griffiths Lodge 
Chapman GroEs Love 
Chelf Gwinn, N.Y. Lucas 
Chenoweth Gwynne, Iowa . Lusk 
Chiperfl.eld Hagen Lyle 
Church Hale McConnell 
Clevenger Hall, McCormack 
Cofiln Leonard W. McCowen 
Cole, Kans. Halleck McGarvey 
Cole, Mo. Hand McGregor 
Colmer Hardy McMahon 
Combs Harless, Ariz. McMillan, S. 0 
Cooley Harness, Ind. McMHlen, Til. 
Cooper Harris MacKinnon 
Corbett Harrison Mahon 
Cotton Hart Maloney 
Cravens Hays Manasco 
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Mansfield, 

Mont. 
Martin, Iowa 
Mathews 
Meade. Ky. 
Meade. Md. 
Merrbw 
Meyer 
Michener 
Miller, Conn. 
M1ller, Md. 
M1ller, Nf?br. 
M111s 
Monroney 
Morgan 
Morris 
Muhlenberg 
Mundt 
Murdock 
Murray, Wis. 
Nixon 
Nodar 
Norblad 
O'Brien 
O'Hara 
Owens 
Pace 
Passman 
Patterson 
Peden 
Peterson 
Philbin 
Phillips, Calif. 
Ph1llips, Tenn. 
Pickett 
Poa~· 

Price, Fla. 
Priest 
Rains 
Ramey 

·. Rankin 
Reed, Ill. 
Reed, N.Y. 
Rees 
Reeves 
Rich 
Richards 
Riehlman 
Riley 
Rizley 
Robertson 
Robsion · 
Rockwell 
Rogers. Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rohrbough · 
Ross 
Russell 
Sadlak 
Sanborn 
Sarbacher 
Schwabe, Okla. 
Scobllck 
Scott. Hardie 
Scott, 

Hugh D., Jr. 
Scrivner 
Seely-Brown 
Sikes 
Simpson, Ill. 
Simpson, Pa. 

· Smathers 
Slhith. Kans. 

Snyder 
Spence 
Springer 
Stanley 
Stefan 
Stevenson 
Stigler 
Stockman 
Stratton 
Taber 
Talle 
Teague 
Thomason 
Tibbott 

. Tollefson 
Trimble 
'fwyman 

Potts 
Poulson • Smith, Va. 

. Vail 
VanZandt 
Vorys · 
Vursell 
Wadsworth 
Walter 
Weichel 
Wheeler 
Whitten 
Whittington. 
Wigglesworth 
Williams 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Woodr.uff 
Worley 
Young bloC><! 
Zimmerman 

Angell · • 
Blatnik 
Bloom 
Delaney 
Dingell 
Douglas 
Fernandez 
Gordon 
Gorski 
Havenner 

NAYs:-30 
Holifield. Miller, ·calif. 
Huber O'Konskt 
Karsten, Mo. O'Toole 
Kee Price, Ill. 
King Rabin 
Kirwan Redden 
Lemke Rooney 
Lesinski Sadowski 
Madden Smith·, Ohio 
Marcantonio Weich 

NOT VOTING-94 
Allen, Ill. 
Andrews, N. Y. 
Arends 
Barden 
Bell 
Bland 
Bolton 
Bonner 
Brown, Ohio 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Buckley 
Bulwinkle 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Canfield 
Celler 
Clark 
Clason 
Clements 
Clippinger 
Cole, N.Y. 
Coudert 
Courtney 
Cox 
Dague 
D' Alesandro 
Dawson, Ill. 
Deane 
Domengeaux 
Drewry 
Eaton 
Eberharter 

Elston Morton 
Fellows Murray, Tenn. 
Fo~arty Norrell 
Fuller Norton 
Gallagher Patman 
Gerlach Pfeifer 
Gifford Ploeser 
Gore Plumley 
Hall, Powell 

Edwin Arthur Preston 
Hartley Rayburn 
Hebert. Rayfiel 
Heffernan Rivers _ 
Hope Sabath 
Jackson, Calif. St. George 
Johnson, Ind. Sasscer 
Johnson, Okla. Schwabe, Mo. 
Jones, Wash. Shafer 
Kearns Sheppard 
Keogh Short 
Klein Smith, Maine 
Landis Smith, Wis. 
La.rcade Somers 
Lewis Sundstrom 
Lynch Taylor 
McDonough Thomas, N.J. 
McDowell Thomas, Tex. 
Macy Towe 
Mansfield, Tex. Vinson 
Mason West 
Mitchell Wcod 
Morrison · 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. D'Alesandro for, with Mr. Domengeaux 

against. 
Mr. Morrison for, with Mr. Heffernan 

against. 
Mr. Courtney for, with Mr. Keogh against. 
Mr. Hebert for, with Mr. Byrne of New 

York against. 
Mr. Deane for, with Mr. Rayfiel against. 
Mr. Drewry for, with Mr. Klein against. 
Mr. Allen of Illinois for, with Mr. Celler 

against. 
Mr. Arends for, w!th Mr. Powell against. 
Mr. Gerlach for, with Mr. Pfeifer against. 
Mr. Ploeser for, with Mr. Wood against. 

Mrs. St. George for, with Mr. Lynch against. 
Mr. Kearns for, with Mr. Buchanan against. 
Mr. _McDowell for, with Mr. Dawson of 1111-

nois against. 
Mr. Canfield for, with Mr. Eberharter 

against. 
Mrs. Smith of Maine for, with Mr. Somers 

against. 
Mr. Dague for, with Mr. Buckley against. 
Mr. Schwabe of MiSsouri for, with Mr. 

Klein against. 
Mr. Sundstrom for, with Mrs. Norton 

against. 

Additional general pairs: 
Mr. Coudert with Mr. Preston. 
Mrs. Bolton with Mr. Bonner. 
Mr. Hartley with Mr. Johnson of.Oklahoma. 
Mr. Jackson ot CaUfm:nia with Mr. Fogarty·. 

. Mr. Landis witli Mr. Cox. 
Mr. Mitchell with Mr. Rivers. 
Mz-. Gallagher with Mr. Sabath .. 
Mr. Clippinger with Mr. Thomas. of Texas. 
Mr. Brown of Ohio with Mr. Vinson. 
Mr. iohnson ot Indiana with Mr. Barden. 
Mr. Gifford with Mr. Patman. 
Mr. Fuller with Mr. West. 
Mr. Eaton with Mr. Clark. 
Mr. Clason with Mr. Clements. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Bulwinkle. 
Mr. ·El-ston w-i~h Mr. Bell. ·· 
¥r. Cole of New York with Mr. ·Sheppard. 
Mr. Hope with Mr. Bla~d. · 
Mr. ,Edwi:n. Arthur Hall \Vith Mr. Norrell. 

The· result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. · 

A motion to reconsider was laid ·on 
the table. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FIS· 

CAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1947 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Spe~ker, I ask unan
imous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill <H. R. 2849) making ap
propriations to supply deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1947, and for other pur
poses, with Senate amendments thereto, 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? (After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and app~ints the following 
conferees: Messrs. TABER, WIGGLESWORTH, 
ENGEL of Michigan, STEF'AN, CASE of South 
Dakota, KEEFE, CANNON, KERR, and 
MAHON. . 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MURRAY of Wis~onsin asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in the RECORD in three instances 
and to include newspaper articles. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
-remarks in the RECORD and include a 
statement by Mr. c. B. J. Molitor before 
the Ways and Means Committee on 
April 24, 1947. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD and include testi
mony offered before the Committee on 
Ways and Means by Mr. Arthur Besse, 
president of the National Association of 
Wool Manufacturers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? . 

There was no objection. 

COMMI'ITEE ON POST OFFICE ' A~ CIVIL 
. SERVICE 

Mr. REES. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of 
the Committee on Post Ofilce ·and Civil 
Service, I ask unanimous consent to file 
a report on the bill H. R. 1203. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? · 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MUNDT asked.and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in three 
separate instances in the Appendix and 
include excerpts in each case. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts asked and 
was . given permission to extend his re
mark-s in the RECORD and include therein 
a report on the Newburyport plan. · 

, Mr. MAcKINNON asked ang was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix of the RECORD. 
.PERMISSION TO COMMITTEE ON BANK

ING AND CURRENCY•TO FILE REPORT 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unimiinous consent that I may have un-
til :inidnight tomorrow night·to file a re
port on the bill <H. R. 3203) · relative to 
maximum rents on housing accommoda
tions, to repeal ·certain provisions of Pub
lic Law 388, Seventy-ninth·Congress and 
for .ether purposes, reported out of the 
Banking and Currency Committee yester
day, and that any member of the com
mittee desiring to file minority views may 
likewise have the same permission. 

The SPEAKER. Is tbere objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi
gan? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the REc
ORD and to include an editorial from the 
Milwaukee Journal. 

Mr. MILLER of California <at the re
quest of Mr. RooNEY} was given permis
sion to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
and include a newspaper article. 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in
clude in the remarks I made in the Com
mittee today copy of a statement made 
by me before the Subcommittee on In
terior Appropriations and to have my re
marks under the heading "The Mon
tana Power· Co. Does Not Want to Starve 
the Hungry Horse: It Wants to Kill Him." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mon
tana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BECKWORTH asked and was 

given permission to extend parts of his 
remarks which previously appeared in the 
RECORD on June 7 and June 12, 1946, and 
on December 12, 1944. 
RESIGNATION AS MEMBER, BOARD OF 
. VISITORS, UNITED STATES COAST 

GUARD ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication, which 
was .read: 

APRIL 24, 1947. 
Hon JosEPH w. MARTIN, Jr., 

Speaker, United States House of Repre
sentatives, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Hon. Wn.LIAM W. 
BRADLEY, o! Call!ornia, has informed me that 
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lt ls impossible for him to serve as a member 
of the 1947 Board of Visitors to ~he United 
States Coast Guard AC84emy and has . sub
mitted to me his resignation a.s a. member 
of the Board. 

Pursuant to the provision of Public Law 
88, Seventy-fifth Congress, as amended, I 
have appointed Hon. JoHN J. ALLEN, JR., of 
California, a member. of the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, as a member 
of the Board of Visitors to the Coast Guard 
Academy to fill the existing vacancy thereon. 

Very sincerely yours, 
. FRED BRADLEY, 

Onairman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was .granted as follows: 

'l'c..,Mr. SCHWABE of Missouri <at there
que~t of Mr. ScHWABE of Oklahoma), 
thrrugh Tuesday, April 29, 1947, on ac
com.lt of death in family. 

To Mr. VINSON, for 2 weeks, beginning 
April 28, 1947, on account of official busi
ness. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 
noon on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In
diana? 

TliEire was no objection. 
SPECIAL ORDER 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker. I ask 
unanimous consent that on Monday, 
May 5, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. O'KoNSKil may be permit
ted to address the ~House for 1 hour. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In
diana? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CURTIS <at the request of Mr. 
HALLECK) was given permission to revise 
and extend the remarks he made in com
mittee today and include certain tables. 

Mr. KNUTSON (at the request of Mr. 
HALLECK) was given permission to ex
tend his remarks in the REcoRD and in
clude a short article. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEA~ announced his signa
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 547. An act to provide for annual ·and 
sick leave for rural letter carriers. 

JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. LECOMPTE, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on April 24. 1947, 
present to the President, for his approval, 
a · joint resolution· of the House of the 
following title: 

H. J. Res.140. Joint resolution to restore 
the name of Hoover Dam. 

ADJOURNMENT' 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker;! :move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 8 o'clock and 39 minutes p .. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad
journed until Monday, April 28, ·t947; at 
12 o'clock noon. 

. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

597. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting ·a draft of a proposed bill to 
provide for inactive-duty training pay for 
the Organized Reserve Corps, to provide uni
form standards for inactive-duty training 
pay for all Reserve components of the armed 
forces, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

598. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting report of the proposed 
transfer of a vessel to the Puget Sound Naval 
Academy, of Winslow, Wash.; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

599. A letter from- the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, dated A~ril 
17, 1946, submitting a report, together w1th 
accompanying papers and an illustration on 
a review of report on the Mississippi River 
between Coon Rapids Dam and the mouth 
of the Ohio River, with a view to providing 
flood protection in the reach between the 
mouth of Kaskaskia River and the Fort 
Chartres and Ivy Landing drainage and levee 
district, with particular reference to the 
town of Prairie du Rocher, in Randolph 
County, lll., requested by a resolution-of the 
Committee on Flood Control, House of Rep
resentatives, adopt.ed on September 18, 1944 
(H. Doc. No. 222); to the Committee on Pub
lic works and ordered to be printed, with one 
mustration. 
. 600. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi
neers, United States Army, dated June 17, 
1946, submitting a rf:!port, together with ac
companying papers and illustrations, on a 
revievT of report on the Arkansas River. Kans., 
Okla., and Ark., with respect to the need for 
improved flood protection in Cardens Bottom 
Drainage District No. 2, Yell County, Ark., 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Flood Control, House of Representatives, 
adopted on October 8, 1945 (H. Doc. No. 221); 
to the Committee on Public Works and or
dered to be printed, with two illustrations. 

601. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of En
gineers, United States Army, dated June 24, 
1946, submitting a report, together with ac
companying pape1s and 1llustrations, on a 
preliminary examination and survey of 
Queen Creek, Ariz., authorized by the F!ood 
Control Acts approved on June 22, 1936, and 
on J'une. 28, 1938 (H. Doc. No. 220); to the 
Committee on Public Works and ordered to 
be printed, with t.wo lllustrations. 

602. A communication from the President 
of the United St.a:tes, transmitting a revised 
estimate of appropriation for the fiscal year 
1948 involving a decrease of $3,675,000 for the 
Housing Expediter (H. Doc. No. 219); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

6o:L A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a report on rec
ords proposed for disposal by various Gov
ernment agencies;- to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

604. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of En
gineers, United States Army, dated December 
2, 1946, aubmitting a report, together with 
accompanying papers, on a review of report 
on Chagrin River, Ohio, requested by a reso
lution of the Committee on F'lood Control, 
House of Representatives, adopted on Octo
ber 8. 1942; to the Committee on- Public 
Works. · ·· · 

REPORTS OF co¥Ml'l"l'FiEs ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of rule XI1I. reports or 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 

for printing and· reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois; Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 199. Resolution providing 
for the consideration of H. R. 2780; a bill 
to amend section 502 (a) of the act entitled 
"An act to expedite the provision of housing 
in connection with national defense, and 
for other purposes'' (Rept. No. 805). Re
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALBERT: Committee on Post Oftlce 
and Civil Service. . H. R. 2229. A bill to 
amend the act of June 25, 1938, relating to 
the appointment of postmasters under civil 
service; without amendment (Rept. No. 806). 
Referred to the Co:rnmtttee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Ml'. ROBS ION: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 3214. A bill to revise, codify, 
and enact into law title 28 of the United 
States Code, entitled "Judicial Code and 
Judiciary"; without amendment (Rept. No. 
308). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WELCH: Committee on Public Lands. 
H. R. 174. A bill to amend section 26, title 
I, chapter 1, of the act entitled "An act mak
ing further provisions for a civil government 
for Alaska. and for other purposes," approved 
June 6, 1900 (31 Stat. 321), as amended· by 
the act of May 31, 1938 (52 Stat. 588); with 
amendments (Rept. No. 309). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. · 

Mr. wELCH: Committee on Public Lands. 
H. R. 2353. A bill to authorize the patent
ing of certain public lands to the State of 
Montana or to the Board of County Com
missioners of Hill County, Mont., for public
park purposes: with amendment (Rept. 
No. 310). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WELCH: Committee on Public Lands. 
H. R. 2455. A bill to establish within the 
Department of the Interior a National Min
erals Resources Division, and for other pur
poses; with amendment~:r ,Rept. No. 811). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WELCH: Committee on Public Lands. 
H. R. 2573. A bill to authorize the Direc
tor of the United 'States Geological Survey 
to produce and sell copies of aerial or other 
photographs and mosaics, and photographic 
or photostatic reproductions of records, on 
a reimbursement of appropriations basis; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 312). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. HOPE: Committee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 1287. A bill to regulate the market
ing of economic poisons and devices, and for 
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 313). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. EATON: Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. H. R. 2616·. A bill to provide for 
assistance to Greece and Turkey; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 314). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. V.URSELL: Committee on Post Oftlce 
and Civil Service. H. R. 966. A bill to 
amend section 14 of the Veterans' Pref
erence Act of June 27, 1944 (58 Stat. 887); 
with amendment (Rept. No. 315). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union. 

Mr. MORTON: Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. H. R. 1203. A bill to pro
vide compensation to persons performing the· 
duties of postmasters at post offices of the 
fourth class during annual and sick leave of 
the postmasters; with amendment. (Rept. No. 
316). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State o1 ~e .Union. 

REPORTS OF' COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILI;,s~. I'tJ:SOLUTI9N~ . 

··Under clause 2·of rnlelXIII;reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as -follows: · 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 1742. A bill for the relief of 
Mary Lomas; with amendment (Rept. No. 
307). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEALL: 
H. R. ~3208. A b111 to permit the use of ap

propriations of the National Capital Hous
ing Aut.hority for the maintenance and oper
ation of buildings and grounds used for nur
series and nursery schools established by the 
Board of Public Welfare of the District of 
Columbia within projects under the juris
diction of such Authority; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JENNINGS: 
H. R. 3209. A bill for the relief of persons 

or their legal heirs or administrators against 
whom suits have been brought or assess
ments made by the Price Administrator 
under the provisions of section 205 (a) of 
the Emergency Price Control Act of 1942, 
approved January 30, 1942 (56 Stat. 23), and 
who have paid the United States Government 
treble penalty as provided therein; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMATHERS: 
H. R. 3210. A bill to reduce juvenile de

linquency by providing for the care and 
prompt return home of run-away, transient, 
or vagrant children of juvenile age, going 
from one State to another without proper 
legal consent, through the use of funds ap
propriated under the provisions of the Social 
Security Act for aid to dependent children, 
under certain conditions; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: 
H. R. 3211. A bill to make unlawful certain 

acts in connection with picketing in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 3212. A b111 to amend section 3360 of 

the Internal Revenue Code; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. VANZANDT: 
H. R. 3213. A blll to authorize the promo

tion of personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Coast Guard who were prisoners 
of war; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. ROBSION: 
H. R. 3214. A blll to revise, codify, and 

enact into law title 28 of the United States 
Code entitled "Judicial Code and Judiciary"; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS of New York: 
H. R. 3215. A blll to revise the Medical De

partment of the Army and the Medical De
partment of the Navy, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 3216. A bill to authorize a prelimi

nary examination and survey of the upper 
Susquehanna River watershed in New York 
and Pennsylvania for run-off and water-fiow 
retardation, and soil-erosion pre.vention; to 
the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. WINSTEAD: 
H. R. 3217. A. blll to amend the Atomic 

E'nergy Act of 1946; to the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy. 

By Mr. WE'LCH: 
H. R. 3218. A bill to a'l\thorize an emer

gency fund for the Bureau of Reclamation 
to - assure the continuous operation of its 
irrigation and power systems; to the Com
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DONDERO: 
H. R. 3219. A bill to authorize the Federal 

Works Administrator or oftlcials of the Fed
eral Works Agency duly authorized by him to 
appoin.t special policemen tor duty upon Fed· 

era! property under the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Works Agency, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. BLATNIK: 
H. R. 3220. A bill to authorize the appro

priation of funds to assist the States in more 
nearly equalizing educational opportunities 
among and within the States by establishing 
a national fioor under current educational 
expenditures per pupil in average daily at
tendance at public elementary and secondary 
schools and by assistance to nonpublic tax
exempt schools of secondary grade or less 
tor necessary transportation of pupils, school 
health examinations and related school 
health services, and purchase of nonreligious 
Instructional supplles and equipment, in
cluding books; to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. HAVENNER: 
H. R. 3221. A bill to declare Parsees as 

persons of white race; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 
H. R. 3222. A bill · relating to actions 

brought on behalf of the United States to 
enforce civil liability, under the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942, on account of over
charges in the sale of commodities; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRANT of Indiana: 
H. J. Res. 183. ·Joint resolution to authorize 

the issuance of a special series of stamps com
memorative of the two hundredth anniver
sary of the birth of Gen. Casimir Pulaski; 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

H. J. Res. 184. Joint resolution to author
ize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commem
oration of the two hundredth anniversary of 
the birth of Gen. Casimir Pulaski; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo
rials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of Michigan, memorializ
ing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to ratify the proposed amend
ment to the Constitution of the United 
States relating to the terms of office of the 
President; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature Of the 
Territory of Hawaii, memorializing the Presi
dent and the Congress of the United States 
to approve the present granting of extensions 
of leases for a term to expire March 31, 1967, 
to the present lessees at the original rentals; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, memorializing the Presi
dent and the Congress of the United States 
to establish a national cemetery at Birch 
Coulee Battlefield, in Renville County, 
Minn.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
b1lls and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

·By Mr. COUDERT: 
H. R. 3223. A bill for the relief of John 

Arethas; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KEATING: . 

H. R. 3224. A bill to authorize the cancel
lation of deportation proceedings in the case 
of Frank Durante and wife, Marla Durante, 
and two children, namely, Paul Du:rante and 
Patsy Durante; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDONOUGH (by request): 
H. R. 3225. A bill for the relief of Anna 

Pechnik; to the Committee on the Judiciar-y. 
By Mr. SMATHERS: 

H. R. 3226. A bill for the relief of Thomas 
M. Bates; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

378. By Mrs. NORTON: Petition of New 
Jersey State Patrolmen's Benevolent Asso
ciation, urging the enactment. of S. 715, a 
bill to amend the Civil Service Retirement 
Act of May 29, 1930, as amended, to provide 
annuities for investigatory personnel of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation who have 
rendered at !east 20 years of service; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

379. By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of Bronx 
Zionist region, Zionist Organization of Amer
ica, New York, N. Y.,_ urging immediate large
scale Jewish immigration into Palestine; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE 
MONDAY, APRIL 28, 1947 

(Legislative day of Monday, April21, 
1947) 

The Seriate met at 12 o'clock meridian; 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Peter Marshall, 
D. D., offered the following prayer: 

We unite our hearts, 0 . God, in this 
prayer that Thou wilt teach us how to 
trust in Thee as a Heavenly Father who 
loves us and who is concerned about 
what we do and what we are. Forgive us 
that there are times when we find it 
hard, when it ought to be so easy. It is 
not that we have no faith, but that we 
seem so reluctant to put our faith in 
Thee. Men have proved to be untrust
worthy, yet we trust each other. Banks 
have failed, still we write our checks. 
Depressions have upset our economy, 
still we carry on business in faith. Bliz
zards have made the winter drear, yet ' 
with the coming of spring we plant our 
seeds. Hurricanes have screamed across 
·the land, yet we build our windmills. 
Give to us the faith to put our trust in 
Thee who dost hold in the hollow of Thy 
hand all -things living, May we learn, 
before we blunder, that Thou ·art will
ing to lead us, to show us what to do, and 
that it is possible for us to know Thy 
will and to be partners with Thee in 
doing what is right. 

This we ask in the name of Christ, 
who never made a mistake. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. WHITE, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Friday, 
April 25, 1947, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States submitting 
nominations were communicated to the 
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his s·ecre
taries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill <H. R. - 2849> 
making appropriations to supply defi
ciel)cies in certain appropriations for the 
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